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Table 1.1   Sources and methodologies 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sources include 
 
Academic literature 
 
 
 
West Riding Registry of Deeds 
Memorials of Indentures 
 
 
Census enumerators’ books 
 
 
General district rate books 
 
 
 
 
Deposited building plans 
 
 
Ordnance Survey maps 
 
 
 
Newspapers 
 
 
Minute books 
 
 
Miscellaneous archives from record 
offices and institutions. 
 
 
Fieldwork 
 
Indicative problems 
 
Context may be inappropriate in time 
and space and in terms of research 
objectives. 
 
Generally omit important detail (such as 
restrictive covenants) contained in the 
original documents. 
 
Difficult to distinguish employers, self- 
employed and employees before 1891. 
 
Changes in local authority boundaries.  
Haphazard arrangement of non-
residential property in the rate books.  
Revaluations. 
 
Need to identify and eliminate 
duplicates and non-executed items. 
 
Date of survey arbitrary with respect to 
urban growth cycles.  Long periods 
between revisions. 
 
Editorial selectivity.  Details may be 
inaccurate. 
  
Selectivity.  Often report decisions 
without giving reasons. 
 
Selectivity.  Uncertain why some 
papers retained and others disposed of 
or lost. 
 
Often the researcher cannot gain 
access to property.   
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Table 1.1   Sources and methodologies (continued) 
 
Methodologies include 
 
Literature survey 
 
 
Synthesis of factual data 
 
 
Decennial cross-sections 
 
 
Synthesis and analysis of numerical 
time-series 
 
Classification schemes 
 
 
Map regression 
 
 
Inter- (and intra-) area comparisons 
 
 
Personal search, transcribing and 
recording of public archives 
 
 
Indicative problems  
 
Omissions, incompatibility, 
contradictions 
 
Subjectivity in selecting and combining 
data 
 
Overlook intra-decennial events; some 
events cross the boundaries 
 
Weaknesses in the underlying sources 
 
 
Arbitrary boundaries; failure to 
discriminate adequately 
 
Insensitive to short to medium term 
events 
 
If areas have morphological integrity 
they are likely to have different scales 
 
Errors and omissions.  Subjectivity in 
making speedy a priori judgements 
about the relevance of sources. 
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Figure 1.2  Skipton: Cumulative increase in housing stock, 1865 to 1914
Source: General District Rate Books, NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1
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Annex 2.1  Conzen’s approach to urban morphological analysis 
 
 
Conzen’s Alnwick publication was supported by an extended introduction which 
discussed the aim, scope, and methodology of his analysis.1  In particular, he 
described the morphological character of a town as its townscape, consisting of 
the ‘town plan, pattern of building forms, and pattern of urban land use’.  
Although he regarded the town plan as including ‘all features of the built-up area 
shown on the 1:2,500 Ordnance Survey Plans’, because of the importance of 
buildings as three-dimensional features within the townscape, he considered it 
essential that field-work should play an important part in the analysis.  The town 
plan was defined by reference to three elements, namely streets (arranged as 
street-systems); plots (aggregated as street-blocks); and buildings (especially 
their block-plans) and Conzen explained that unique combinations of these 
characterise different parts of the townscape.  He also emphasised the 
importance of placing the plan in a physical geographical context so far as sites 
are concerned and in a human context in regard to economic and social 
development.  Conzen’s discussion of methodology stressed the changing 
character of the townscape and drew attention to the decreasing permanence 
associated with town plan, building form, and the use of land and buildings, 
respectively.  To take dynamics into account it was necessary to establish a 
chronology of morphological periods to identify layers of development (see 
below).   
 
Of Conzen’s other major publications, his account of British towns during the 
industrial era, especially his characterisation of the Victorian townscape, is of 
considerable conceptual relevance to the present study.2  Morphological 
diversity in the Victorian town was evident in a number of different local 
circumstances.  These included older towns which, on the one hand, retained 
their traditional function and therefore experienced only gradual change within 
the urban core while, on the other hand, undergoing additive growth from their 
peripheries, often along arterial roads.  Conzen postulated that distinct  
                                                 
1 M R G Conzen, Alnwick, Northumberland: a study in  town-plan analysis, (Institute of British 
Geographers Publication No 17), (London: George Philip, 1960), pp. 3-12 
2 M R G Conzen, ‘The morphology of towns in Britain during the industrial era’ in Whitehand, 
The urban landscape, pp. 87-126.  (First published in German, 1978, and translated into English 
by K N Conzen and M P Conzen) 
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morphological periods can be recognised through the influence of factors such 
as building legislation and residential architecture, although the exact timing 
may differ from one locality to another.  For the industrial era he concentrated 
on five periods and these are listed as follows, with some of their key features in 
parenthesis: late-Georgian and Regency (in-filling of medieval rear plots with 
small workers’ houses); early- Victorian and mid-Victorian (railway extension, 
‘break-through’ streets, middle-class residential development at the urban 
fringe); late-Victorian (introduction of building controls, improvements in 
working-class housing) and Edwardian (influence of the garden city movement).  
All of these can be identified in Skipton.   
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  Table 2.1  Roles in the suburban residential development process 
   according to Treen  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Category     Sub-category 
 
A    pre-development landowner  A1    agricultural estate owner 
            A2    land speculator 
 
B    developer    B1    agricultural estate owner 
            B2    builders 
      B3    associated professions 
      (lawyer, surveyor, estate agent)  
 
C    builder     C1    speculative builder  
              (building houses for sale or to let) 
      C2    contractor 
 
D    building owner    D1    landlord 
        D2    owner occupier   
 
E    resident     E1    tenant 
      E2    owner occupier 
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Annex 3.1  Skipton building plans held at the North Yorkshire County 
          Record Office 1   
_______________________________________________________________ 
1. The collection at the NYCRO consists of about 6000 sets of plans 
submitted between 1859 (the year after the formation of the SLB) and 1974 
(when the Craven District Council superseded the SUDC).  Only items 1 to 982, 
which cover the period up to December 1900, are referred to in the NYCRO 
catalogue (as a one line entry), but extensive searches by the archivists on my 
behalf identified the whereabouts of the rest of the collection.  Apart from a few 
fragments, the index has not survived, although it is possible that the Craven 
District Council has retained listings in a buildings register.  However, even if 
this were so it was unlikely that these sources would assist with visual 
recognition and they may well exclude other important details needed for the 
further work reported in Chapters 4 and 7, especially the names of architects. 
 
2.   I have examined items 1 to 1480 which give coverage up to December 
1914.  Of these, the first 773 items have received attention from 
conservationists and are now stored, unfolded, in large portfolios.  Unfortunately 
they are not arranged in a proper numerical sequence.  Beyond 773, the 
documents are kept folded in their original envelopes and show no signs of 
having been disturbed for many years.  This part of the collection is arranged 
numerically and chronologically.  
 
3. Most of the earlier plans are tracings of the original submissions which 
were then transferred onto stiff paper.  Full technical details, as required by the 
bye-laws, are shown but important incidental details such as the name of the 
architect or draughtsman, are omitted.  However, the name of the applicant was 
almost always given.  From about 1885, the surveyor’s department generally 
retained a set of original drawings and these are far superior in terms of visual 
quality and attendant detail.  Throughout, the overwhelming majority of plans 
are stamped, dated and signed to denote approval.  The SLB minutes show that 
it was the normal practise to return unsuccessful submissions to the applicant. 2  
                                                 
1 NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2, SLB/SUDC Building plans submitted for approval   
2 NYCRO: DC/SKU/1/1 to 1/3, Minutes of Skipton Local Board, 1858 to 1883 
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4. There are additional plans within the series 1 to 1480 involving repeated 
reference numbers or the use of alphabetical suffixes.  Confusingly, these often 
relate to entirely independent proposals. 
 
5. There are also some important gaps especially in the mid-1870s and, for 
the whole of the period 1859 to 1914, at least 174 plans are missing.  
Recognising the considerations in paragraph 4, the total may be greater than 
this.  However, basic details (date, applicant, location, type of structure) have 
been recovered in 110 cases prior to 1883 by referring to the SLB minute 
books, although this search was restricted to houses and to larger non-
residential structures. 
 
6. These minutes might be expected to give comprehensive coverage of 
building applications, but occasionally cross-referencing with the local 
newspaper reports of SLB meetings identifies an application which was not 
recorded in the minutes.  Furthermore, the literary style of the minutes is 
informal and there are sometimes ambiguities and omissions regarding such 
matters as the number of houses in an application, the precise location of a 
proposed development, and whether the application has been approved, 
rejected or merely noted.  An element of judgement is therefore required in 
interpreting the minutes.  Even so, they are an invaluable supplementary 
source. 
 
7. Before 1883, the full board considered all applications but shortly 
thereafter, a separate plans committee was formed to carry out the task.  
Unfortunately its minutes have not been found in spite of searches at the 
NYCRO, Skipton Reference Library and the Craven Museum.  This suggests 
that they are either lost or have not been deposited.  However, for the period 
from 1883, the basic details of some of the missing plans have been recovered 
from counterfoils of approval notifications.  These survive for a limited number 
of years between 1883 and 1914 and were discovered amongst sets of much 
later printed and bound council minutes in the store at Skipton Reference 
Library.  The fragments of the index of plans and the local newspapers have 
also been used to recover missing details.  
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8. In selecting plans for inclusion in a time-series, 184 items were 
eliminated for the following reasons: 
 
• A significant number, although approved, were not dated.  In most cases 
 this problem could be rectified, reliably, by interpolation.  In several cases 
 it could not and these plans were therefore set aside. 
• There was a good deal of duplication arising from the inclusion of block 
 plans and the corresponding building plans under separate reference 
 numbers.  Also, different reference numbers were often used for discrete 
 elements in the same building plan.  Cellars and attics, for example were 
 numbered separately from each other and from the plan for the main 
 structure.  Where these elements were clearly part of the original scheme 
 rather than a distinct afterthought, they have been omitted. 
• Some plans were for essential but peripheral features, including outside 
 drains and sewers, garden walls and building lines and levels.  These, 
 also, have been omitted. 
• In some instances buildings which were approved were not erected.  
 Field work and local knowledge confirm that the number of such cases 
 was very small, involving no more than 13 major plans, or thereabouts.  
 Five of these were for houses, representing 23 new houses in total.  
 They accounted for  1.2 per cent of housing plans and 1.1 per cent of 
 proposed new houses, expressed gross of missing items.  There was 
 also evidence of housing proposals which were only partially 
 implemented but the number of such cases was again very small.3   This 
 contrasts with the experience elsewhere.  For example, Weber4 and J 
 Parry Lewis5 respectively, made an allowance of 10 per cent and 15 per 
 cent for non-completion of houses across a large number of towns, while 
 Maurice Beresford6 identified a 17 per cent discrepancy in one of his 
 studies of housing in Leeds.  The position for Skipton is much more 
 consistent with Rodger’s Scottish study where the shortfall ranged  
                                                 
3 Given the proliferation of minor items within the Other Residential and Non-Residential 
categories, it is impossible to estimate the proportion of non-completions in these categories. 
4 B Weber, ‘A new index of residential construction and long cycles in house building in Great 
Britain, 1838-1950’, Scottish Journal of Political Economy, I2, (1955), pp. 109 
5 J Parry Lewis, Building cycles and Britain’s growth, (London, 1965), Appendix 4, p.303. 
6 M W Beresford, ‘The back-to-back house in Leeds, 1787 to 1937’ in S D Chapman (ed), The 
history of working-class housing: a symposium, (Newton Abbott, 1971), pp. 117-118. 
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between 2 and 5 per cent.7  It is perhaps possible that in some of the 
previous studies, duplicate and peripheral items were mistaken for non-
completions.   
 
9. During the analysis of the Skipton building plans, the following 
 miscellaneous issues were identified: 
 
• As noted above, the plans represent intentions rather than actual 
 outcomes and complications arise not only regarding the proportions of 
 buildings completed but also in relation to design, style, and size, all of 
 which were subject to amendment as proposals came to fruition.  
 Whereas structural  changes seem to have necessitated the 
 resubmission of plans, the  downgrading of ornamental design features is 
 sometimes particularly striking yet seems to have been carried out 
 without documentary authorisation. 
• The data concern proposals to increase the gross stock of buildings but 
 disregard demolition of old or redundant buildings.  However, they do 
 take into account major alterations such as conversion of houses to 
 shops and combination (division) of houses into larger (smaller) units. 
• A large proportion of approvals relate to minor developments such as the 
 installation of WCs and the construction of coal places, sculleries, 
 bathrooms and motor houses.  Those cases which are housing-related 
 are included in the ‘other residential’ category.  In the non-residential 
 context, criteria for distinguishing minor from major developments are 
 established in Chapter 7. 
• In common with previous studies, no allowance has been made here for 
 differences in the size of buildings within particular categories.  Thus, for 
 example, large villas and small cottages are regarded as making equal 
 contributions.   
• Local authority boundary changes can complicate the analysis of building 
 activity.  However, in this study, the impact is restricted mainly to 32 
 back-to-back houses built between 1876 and 1878.  These have been 
 added to the  number of houses recorded, and they are allowed for,  
                                                 
7 R G Rodger, ‘Speculative builders and the structure of the Scottish building industry, 1860-
1914’, Business History, 21, 2, (1979), p. 243, note 8. 
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 notionally, in the number of plans approved.  In addition a small 
 number of villas were constructed beyond the boundary.  
• The location of proposed buildings is not always clearly defined because 
 the allocation of street names and house numbers sometimes lagged 
 behind building construction.  Further confusion arises from the 
 adoption of independent house numbering regimes by different 
 developers operating in the same street. 
• The plans identify several key roles in the planning, execution and 
 allocation of buildings.  They include architect, builder, developer, 
 purchaser, owner and tenant.  The relationship between these roles is 
 considered in detail in Chapter 4. 
• Plans for some industrial and commercial premises show that they 
 contain living accommodation for proprietors or employees.  This is  not 
 included in the housing data. 
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Annex 3.2  General District Rate books for Skipton held at the North 
                   Yorkshire County Record Office1  
 
 
1.   The rate books contain listings, street by street, of all property 
assessable to rates within the local authority’s geographical boundaries.  The 
rateable value of each property and the amount of rate currently payable are 
specified and the prospective revenue is aggregated to show the local 
authority’s total income entitlement from this source.  The rate books are thus a 
basis for the collection and audit of revenue.  All residential and non-residential 
land and buildings are listed, including properties owned by public utilities, 
transport undertakings and the local authority itself.  Very few properties were 
exempt apart from churches and chapels.  For each property the owner and the 
occupier are named and the obligation to pay rates normally fell upon the 
occupier.2 
 
2.    SLB and SUDC compiled their rate books twice a year, normally in May 
and November, and the full set covering the period 1859 to 1974 has been 
deposited at the NYCRO.  For purposes of this study the ledgers for November 
each year between 1865 and 1914 have been compared to derive a time-series 
of houses erected.3  They have also been consulted in respect of other matters, 
including rateable values and occupancy tenure, for the work reported in 
Chapters 4, 5 and 7.  
 
3.  The rate books complement the documentation on building plans 
approved.  While the former provide systematic chronological coverage of urban 
growth, the plans record specific increments of development which sometimes 
span several financial years and which invariably involve issues of design, style 
and function. Taken together, the two sources offer insights into architects, 
builders, developers, investors, owners and occupiers.  They also provide more 
detailed and discrete data than is available in the decennial Census.  
                                                 
1 NYCRO: DC/SKU 2/5/1 SLB/SUDC General District Rate Books,1859 to 1974   
2 For further details see The Public Health Act, 1875, Part VI Rating and Borrowing Powers. 
3 The adoption of November rather than May has the advantage that the data relate almost to 
complete calendar years.   
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4.  The analysis of rate books also presents difficulties as follows.  Firstly, 
the content is restricted to property within the local authority boundaries.  In 
Skipton the numerical consequences of this are slight.  However, there are 
some short lived omissions affecting a small number of villa residences and 
also some back-to-back houses.  The 1860 building bye-laws prohibited new 
construction of back-to-backs (except as blocks of three or four houses) and, in 
1876, taunted by a developer who constructed a group of such houses a few 
yards outside the existing western boundary, the SLB took steps to extend its 
boundary.4   Secondly, it is difficult to trace division, combination or 
improvement of premises for, although the evidence may be there, it is easily 
overlooked given the large quantity of comparative annual data with which the 
investigator is faced.  Demolition, similarly, is difficult to keep track of unless it 
takes place on a sufficiently large scale, as in the case of the Quaker’s 
Place/Brookside development within the town centre in 1901.   Thirdly, 
haphazard numbering of houses and naming of streets was in evidence until the 
1870s and was a feature of both established and new developments.  This can 
give rise to annual variations in the number of houses in a street for recording 
rather than structural reasons.  In such cases, a cautious view has been taken 
to avoid overstating the housing stock.  Fourthly, for the convenience of rate 
collection, properties occupied by the same ratepayer may be grouped out of 
geographical sequence, although this is  not invariably the case. Finally, entries 
for houses far outnumber those for other kinds of property, with the 
consequence that important industrial, commercial and institutional buildings 
may be overlooked. However, as noted above, churches and chapels are 
omitted and therefore need to be traced using other sources.  
 
5.    In the interests of authentication, all of the properties included in this 
study have been checked against 1:2,500 scale OS maps, 1909 or 1979 
editions.  They have also been identified by field work or, where no longer 
extant, from recollection or photographs.  Unless otherwise stated, this study is 
restricted to buildings which were constructed between 1865 and 1914, even 
when a development started or finished outside of this period. 
                                                 
4 SLB building bye-laws, 1860, clause 12, ‘Space about buildings’. 
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Table 3.1  Selection of building plans for the construction of a time-series, 1865 to 1914 
   Number of Plans
PLANS INSPECTED:
Reference 1 to 1480 (12/1859 to 12/1914) 1480
No reference number 15
Reference number repeated 19
Reference number with alphabetical suffix 77
Subtotal 1591
ADD:
Supplementary from minute books 110
Supplementary from approval notices 18
Supplementary from index 6
Supplementary from newspaper reports 7
Supplementary from General District Rate Book 1
Notional for houses erected without submission of plans* 4
Subtotal 1737
LESS:
Missing 174
No date 20
Duplicates 101
Not built 13
Peripheral items 50
Other adjustments and unresolved queries 28
Subtotal 1351
LESS:
Pre-1865 items from main collection 40
Pre-1865 items from minute book 4
Total 1307
CLASSIFIED AS:
Residential  (2000 houses)* 388 29.7%
Other residential (mainly incremental additions) 326 24.9%
Non-residential 593 45.4%
Total 1307 100.0%
Note:  *Includes 32 houses built without submission of plans.  These were identified in the 
           General District Rate Books and are included here to ensure comparability.  
 
 
 Table 3.2   Comparison of turning points in the building and textile cycles
Upper turning points Lower turning points
Houses approved in Skipton Cotton consumption in Britain Houses approved in Skipton Cotton consumption in Britain
1877 1876 1883 but well down by 1879 1879
1883 1885
1890 1890-91 1892 1893
1895 1897
1898 1898-99 1900 1901
1901 (modest increase) 1902 1903 (modest decrease) 1904
1907 1907 1909 1910
1913
Sources:  Figures 3.4 and 3.6  
 
 
 
Table 3.3  Comparison of turning points in the textile cycle and Skipton Grammar School new entrants data
Upper turning points Lower turning points
Skipton Grammar School new entrants Cotton consumption in Britain Skipton Grammar School new entrants Cotton consumption in Britain
1890-92 1890-91 1893 1893
1895 1895 1896 1897
1899 1898-99 1900 1901
1902 1902 1905 1904
1906 1907 1911 1910
1912 1913
Sources:  Figures 3.4 and 3.7  
16 
 17
 
 
 
Table 3.4  Skipton:  Decennial increases in housing and population
 Houses inhabited, uninhabited and in course of construction
A1
Total at end of period Total at start of period Net increase 
1871 to 1881 1954 1305 649
1881 to 1891 2165 1954 211
1891 to 1901 2648 2165 483
1901 to 19111 2930 2648 282
Inhabited houses only
A2
Total at end of period Total at start of period Net increase 
1871 to 1881 1795 1240 555
1881 to 1891 2056 1795 261
1891 to 1901 2479 2056 423
1901 to 19111 2834 2479 355
New houses erected 2 Empty houses at end of decade Increase in population
B C
1871 to 1881 704 146 3013
1881 to 1891 217 66 1285
1891 to 1901 533 150 1610
1901 to 1911 455 91 991
Ratios
A1/C A2/C B/C
1871 to 1881 0.22 0.18 0.23
1881 to 1891 0.16 0.20 0.17
1891 to 1901 0.30 0.26 0.33
1901 to 1911 0.28 0.36 0.46
        Notes: 1 Includes dwellings other than houses
2  Whole decade to previous December
Sources:  Printed Census reports and NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1    
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Figure  3 .1  Skipton a nd Pa rry Le wis We ighte d Indic e s of house  building a c tivity 18 6 5  to 19 13  
(19 01- 10 =10 0 ).    
Sourc e :  NYCRO: DC/SKU/4 /2  a nd from We be r a nd Le wis
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Figure 3.2    Skipton and Manchester Conurbation: Indices of house building activity 1865 to 1913 
(1901-10=100).   
Source: NYCRO DC/SKU/4/2 and from Weber and Lewis
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Figure 3.3  Skipton and Bradford: Indices of house building activity 1865 to1914 
(1901-10=100)
Source:  NYCRO DC/SKU/4/2 and from Weber and Lewis
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Figure 3.4  Skipton: House plans approved (n=2000) and houses erected (n=2026), 1865 to 1914
Source: NYCRO DC/SKU/4/2 and DC/SKU/2/5/1
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Figure 3.5  Midland Railway, Skipton, passengers 1874 to 1883
Source:  Baughan, Appendix XI/a
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Figure 3.6  Cotton consumption in the British cotton industry 1865 to 1914
Source: Mitchell, British Historical Statistics, (1988), p.332
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Figure  3 .7    Skipton Gra mma r Sc hool:  New e ntra nts 18 7 5  to 19 14
Sourc e : De rive d from a  da ta ba se  c ompile d by Da vid Smith,  Sc hool Arc hivist,  a nd use d with 
pe rmission 
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Figure 3.8   Population of Skipton 1801 to 2001
Source: Victoria County History and Printed Census Reports
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Annex 4.2  Some contemporary accounts of housing development in 
                   Skipton during the 1870s  
_______________________________________________________________ 
In 1857, William Ranger visited Skipton to enquire into the sanitary condition of 
the town.1  He found that the houses were for the most part substantially built 
and kept in a clean and neat condition.  However, he reported unfavourably that 
one fifth of the housing stock was of the back-to-back variety, that the 
ventilation of many houses was inadequate, and that the town was unsewered 
and had defective drainage.  The SLB was established in 1858 on Ranger’s 
recommendation and it took immediate action to improve the situation, 
particularly in regard to sewerage.  However, during the mid-1860s the housing 
stock was still inadequate, largely because very little new housing had been 
constructed during the America Civil War period.  Thereafter, development 
accelerated, stimulated particularly by industrial and transport developments.  It 
is instructive to trace these developments as they were reported in the local 
newspaper. 
 
By January 1866, discussion was underway in regard to the formation of a 
company to build Union Shed but the Craven Pioneer was concerned that the 
local housing stock was insufficient and unsuitable for accommodating the large 
increases in population which industrial development would inevitably bring: 
 
‘Our more immediate purpose, however, in taking up the pen today, was to 
point out a want existing in the town which requires to be supplied before it can 
be desirable that a great influx of working people to the town should occur – we 
mean the want of dwelling houses suitable for them to reside in.  No one who 
looks around Skipton will doubt that it is ill provided with comfortable and 
healthily situated dwellings for the working classes.  In the first place there are 
none ready for the ‘new hands’ which will be required either by the extension of 
the present factories or the erection of a new one.  And again, a visit to Club-
houses, ‘Botany’, the Beck-side, and other localities where the toilers must do 
congregate, will reveal the fact that hundreds of them are now living in most  
                                                 
1 W Ranger, Report to the General Board of Health of a preliminary inquiry into the sewerage, 
drainage, supply of water and the sanitary conditions of the inhabitants of the township of 
Skipton in the West Riding of the County of York, (London: HMSO, 1857) 
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unsalubrious (sic) and ill-sited hovels.  Some of their dwellings are so rickety 
that if they could be placed where the wind could freely get at them to carry 
away the unhealthy vapours and exhalation, they would be in danger of being 
swept together as a heap of ruins.’ 2 
 
Self-help and cooperation amongst working men, with the support of the 
building society, was seen as the way forward.  John Winterbottom, stationer 
and bookseller, was curious as to why Skipton was less active in this respect 
than certain neighbouring towns.  He also felt that a town needed critical mass 
of population if its prosperity were to be self sustaining.  Winterbottom explained 
his position at the meeting held in November 1866: 
 
‘He had been brought up in a manufacturing district; and when he went to his 
old town he could see individuals who had risen from poverty, who were now 
affluent and rich.3  Some of those who worked with him as working-men, now 
owned and worked the largest factories in the town; and when they invited him 
to go and see them, he had to go into a well-built mansion, with spacious 
drawing and dining rooms, richly and elegantly furnished, and fit up in a most 
costly and fashionable manner.  This they had done while he had been here at 
Skipton.  And what had Skipton been doing?  While they had increased 50 per 
cent, Skipton had gone down; and he believed that there were fewer inhabitants 
in Skipton than when he first came to it twenty years since. ---------- He could 
see every week some of their best townspeople - people who had been born 
here, brought up families here – who were now making arrangements to leave 
the town.  Several had just gone, and others were making arrangements for 
going, so that if they did not bestir themselves Skipton would go from a town to 
a village.  And it was right that it should be so, if they meant to sleep, let them 
sleep on; but if they meant to awake, arouse and work as a commercial town 
ought to do - they must redeem themselves, and turn the tide of the prosperity 
of Skipton.  (Applause)’ 4 
 
By 1870, and because of industrial developments in the interim, significant  
                                                 
2 Craven Pioneer, 20 January 1866 
3 He was born at Roughlee near Nelson. 
4 Craven Pioneer, 17 November 1866 
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house building, by historical standards, was underway: 
 
‘A very considerable impetus has recently been given to house-building in 
Skipton.  In the Keighley road alone there are 33 houses being built, which 
sufficiently indicates the gradual increase of inhabitants in Skipton.  And a 
circumstance worthy of mention is that as soon as any houses are completed 
tenants are ready to occupy them.  The influx of population caused by the 
increase of our manufactories renders the demand for dwelling houses greater 
than the supply.’ 5  
 
Although this growth occurred slowly, by 1874 it was expected to be sustained 
and there were hopes that it might lead to the elimination of poor living 
conditions: 
 
‘The development of our local industries, though very slow and gradual, has in 
recent years led to a considerable extension of the town in one direction,6 and 
as new houses are still in demand, owing chiefly to the increase in the cotton 
spinning and weaving trades, many more cottages will be erected in the next 
year or two.  As comfortable cottages are built, not only are they applied for by 
new-comers, but also to a large extent by those whose houses have been in 
close yards, or yards composed of small ill-ventilated and inconvenient 
cottages.  I am far more pleased to see the emigration going on from the 
unhealthy yards to Newtown, than even to see our wealthier towns people 
erecting their large and ornamental houses in the suburbs.  I hope the lot of 
dilapidated and unhealthy cottages and cellar dwellings yet tenanted in different 
parts of Skipton will ere long be deserted, and then be removed to make room 
for houses fit for human beings to live in, and be fit to be sung as ‘the cottage 
homes of England’.7  It would scarcely be credited by many of the well-to-do in 
Skipton if a ‘plain unvarnished tale’ were told of how decent families, including 
mother, father, boys and girls, from four to six to eight, and in some cases with 
a lodger or two, have huddled together in houses with only one ‘living place’ and  
                                                 
5 Craven Pioneer, 14 May 1870 
6 That is, to the south alongside Keighley Road. 
7 Hallam’s Yard (1876) and Brookside (1901) are the only examples of new housing 
development on the site older houses in the town centre during the study period.  Much of the 
older property survived until the 1950s and 1960s although not always in residential use. 
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a scullery on the ground floor, and two small-sized bedrooms upstairs.  How 
health was to be kept, and how the decencies of domestic life could be 
observed in such homes, is more than many of your readers would venture to 
guess.’ 8 
 
A rather less favourable account of was given to the SLB in 1875 when it was 
reported that new houses were being occupied before the plaster was dry: 
 
‘The Chairman9 said that there was an old saying, believed in by many people, 
that if tenants went into homes when quite new and wet they would take no 
harm providing the beds etc. did not touch the walls, and that the houses were 
not so injurious then as when entered when part dry.  Dr Symes10 said he 
thought that impression must be wrong, and only a vulgar prejudice. ------- Mr 
Kendall said that in New-town, people inhabited houses even before the doors 
were on.’ 11 
 
Housing construction proceeded apace thereafter, particularly in Middletown, 
and the Craven Pioneer cleverly enfolded its very positive report of progress 
there, in a rural idyll, as if somehow the spirit of former land use lived on: 
 
‘Thus the once green eminence of Cock Hill is now covered with rows of 
houses, while streets cross the ridge once occupied by the cannon of Cromwell, 
but latterly the quiet grazing ground of Craven cattle.’ 12 
 
The report continued with a detailed account of housing, manufacturing and 
commercial developments. 
 
                                                 
8 Craven Pioneer, 3 October 1874 
9 R H Sidgwick, cotton spinner and manufacturer.  See Annex 9.1 
10 Medical Officer 
11 Craven Pioneer, 11 December 1875 
12 Craven Pioneer, 16 March 1878 
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Annex 4.3  Summary of a draft 99 year lease of land for building twelve 
                   houses in New Town in 18701 
_______________________________________________________________ 
The ground rent was set at 7/6 (37.5p) per annum per house, payable in the 
first instance by the builder-developer; at least £1000 (£83.33 per house) was to 
be spent on construction costs; plans and elevations were to be approved by Sir 
Richard Tufton or his agent or surveyor; and the houses were to be built in a 
‘sound, substantial and workmanlike manner, in good, fit, well seasoned 
materials’ to Sir Richard Tufton’s satisfaction.  Covenants insisted on fire 
insurance in the joint names of the lessee and Sir Richard Tufton at the Sun or 
other approved office, and specified that external painting must be carried out 
every four years, internal decoration every seven years, and that the houses 
must be kept in good repair.  No activity was to be carried on that might be 
prejudicial to the value of adjacent property.  The houses would be inspected 
once a year when notice of necessary repairs would be given.  Sir Richard 
Tufton reserved the right to carry out the repairs and to recover the cost. 
 
                                                 
1 YAS: DD214/3, Draft agreement for a building lease of land at Skipton, 1870 
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Annex 4.4  Factors favouring uniformity of plan in residential 
                   developments in Skipton  
___________________________________________________________ 
Influence of landowners 
• Small number of landowners 
• Regular field boundaries 
• Separation of residential and non-residential development 
• Systematic allocation of adjacent areas of land for house building over 
time 
• Use of covenants to enforce social ascription and housing quality 
standards 
 
Influence of primary developers (who may also be landowners) 
• Small number of primary developers.  (Note that a single landowner may 
be associated with more than one primary developer) 
• Consistent developer preferences over time 
• Consistent house owner preferences over time 
• Uniform length and orientation of streets 
• Uniform size of plots 
• Use of covenants to enforce social ascription and housing quality 
standards 
• Consistent mode of secondary development 
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Annex 4.5  Housing plot metrology in Middletown and Gargrave Road 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Slater has recommended the use of maps at a scale of 1:500 for the 
investigation of the metrology of medieval burgage plots but has also implied 
that satisfactory results are possible from 1:2,500 surveys.1  For convenience, 
the latter have been used to compile Annexes 4.5.1 and 4.5.2 which describe 
the metrology of the nineteenth and early twentieth century terraced housing in 
Middletown and Gargrave Road.  Plot widths and depths have been expressed 
in perches (1 perch=16.45 feet or approximately 5.0 metres) and the use of this 
archaic unit of measurement requires some explanation.   
 
Throughout New Town, Middletown, Broughton Road and parts of Gargrave 
Road taken as a whole, it was found that groups of ten houses often occupy the 
same linear distance of 2.0 centimetres on a 1:2,500 scale map, giving rise to a 
house width of about 16 feet 5 inches or one perch.  This result has been 
confirmed by accurate measurement of a plot in Middletown.2  Other plot widths 
are also found, but one perch is the modal width across three out of the four 
largest study areas.  Gargrave Road is the exception and this reflects the 
considerable diversity of housing in that district, and particularly the high 
proportion of larger houses.  Furthermore, one perch (measured on the map as 
ten houses per ten perches) is commonly encountered in other localities and 
within other historical time frames, instances being late-nineteenth century 
terraces in Nelson, Barnoldswick, Keighley, and Headingley, as well as 
Georgian terraces in Bath, Victorian terraces in York and early-nineteenth 
century terraces in Skipton.  The inherent inaccuracies arising from the use of a 
pair of dividers on a 1:2,500 scale map are readily acknowledged.  However, 
there is undoubted evidence of consistency in plot width and the nearest 
imperial and historically authentic unit of measurement is one perch.  This is 
consistent with nineteenth century surveying practice which was based on  
                                                 
1 T R Slater, ‘The analysis of burgage patterns in medieval towns’, Area, 13, (1981), pp. 212-
213; T R Slater, ‘Planning English medieval ‘street towns’: the Hertfordshire evidence’, School 
of Geography, Earth and Environmental Sciences, University of Birmingham, published on the 
internet, 2004.  
2 I am grateful to Emily Stirk for allowing access to her former property in Neville Street and to 
James Jackson for carrying out the measurements. 
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measurement in chains and fractions thereof.3  A perch is also a structurally 
convenient width for a terraced house because observation confirms that it 
permits the party walls to bear the weight of the roof without the need for an 
internal roof truss.  The principal alternative width dimensions are nine houses 
per ten perches and, occasionally, eleven houses per ten perches.  So far as 
plot depth is concerned, if front gardens are ignored, 3.0 perches is the modal 
value, but 2.0 and 2.5 perches are common.  Typically, the front garden adds 
half a perch to these values.  It should be noted that end terraced houses, other 
irregular formats, detached and semi-detached houses have been left out of the 
reckoning.  It should also be understood that the analysis is restricted to plots 
as distinct from houses.   
 
The tables set out plot widths, depths and areas for all of the thoroughfares in 
Middletown and Gargrave Road.  In Middletown, in Phase 1 (up to 1889) there 
are a great many plots with a width of one perch but a significant proportion are 
wider than this in all streets except George Street and Russell Street.  Plot 
depth is either 2.5 or 3.0 perches giving bigger areas than in New Town, within 
the range 2.5 to 3.3 square perches.  In Phase 2 (up to 1901) there is more 
uniformity with most plots being one perch in width and three in depth, the main 
exceptions being Upper Sackville Street and Wellington Street where the plots 
are wider.  Plot areas at this stage are generally three square perches except in 
the streets just mentioned and in those cases where gardens are provided.  
This pattern continues into Phase 3 (up to 1913) except for some smaller plots 
in Dorset Street (reduced depth) and Montgomery Street (reduced depth and 
width) and some larger plots in Brougham Street (increased depth and/or 
width), Devonshire Street (increased width) and East Neville Street (increased 
width).  Many of the houses in Phase 3 had an extended plot to accommodate a 
garden.  As plot area stabilised and became more uniform it was still possible to 
increase the floor area of houses by placing more facilities on a plot of given 
size.  Accordingly, single storey and, subsequently, two storey rear extensions 
were added, retrospectively in the case of some of the earlier houses.  Also, 
basements were provided in the few cases where the topography was suitable  
                                                 
3 I have discussed these observations with David Hill, a chartered surveyor, and while 
previously unaware of the phenomenon, he readily accepts this view.  Note that one perch is a 
quarter of a chain.  
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as in parts of Neville Street and Upper Sackville Street.  This increased amenity 
is reflected in an increasing rateable value for a given plot area.    
 
In Gargrave Road, many of the smaller terraced houses of the late-1870s to the 
turn of the century have nine plots per ten perches which is wider than 
Middletown, although the plots are not so deep.  Thus plot areas (excluding 
gardens) are similar, falling within the range 2.5 to 3.3 square perches.  
However, rateable values are generally higher for the Gargrave Road properties 
which reflects the fact that most of these houses have cellars, bay windows, 
front gardens, and in some cases, attics, thereby offering greater floor area for a 
given plot size compared with their counterparts in Middletown.  However, 
bearing in mind that, strictly speaking, rateable values are related to rental 
values, the differential might also include a premium to take into account the 
superiority of the district, although this is very uncertain.4 The larger terraced 
houses on the north side of Gargrave Road, in Salisbury Street, West Bank 
Terrace, West Bank Road, the west side of Bright Street, and Park Avenue 
have plot sizes which are significantly greater than those found in Middletown 
with rateable values to match.    
 
 
                                                 
4 See J Stamp, British income and property: the application of official statistics to economic 
problems, (London: P S King, 1920), pp. 15-31.  I have discussed valuation for rating purposes 
with Philip Wright, a chartered municipal accountant and former District Audit official; Alan 
Howell, a former town clerk; and David Hill, a chartered surveyor.  They concur that few people 
outside of the District Valuer’s office understand the methodology for arriving at rateable values 
and they doubt that present incumbents understand how the process was conducted 
historically.  I have found no literature on methodological aspects.  
  
 
 
 
Annex 4.5.1  Middletown:  Plot metrology (excluding end terraced houses and irregular plots)
(Note that N, S, E, W refer to north, south, east and west sides of the street)
Plot area Plot area Rateable value (£) 
Street Houses in ratebook Years erected Houses per 10 perches Plot depth (exc garden) in perches Plot depth (inc garden) in perches (exc garden) in perches 2 (inc garden) in perches 2 (1900 basis)
Sackville Street 9 1876 9 2.5 n/a 2.8 n/a 6.5
Romille Street 23 1874-1877 9E, irregular W 2.5E, irregular W n/a 2.8 n/a 5.0, 6.0
Dawson Street 34 1876-1891 10E, 9W 2.5E, 2.5W n/a 2.5, 2.8 n/a 5.0, 6.5
George Street 41 1876-1878 10E, 10W 2.5E, 2.5W n/a 2.5, 2.5 n/a 5.0 to 6.5
Rowland Street 53 1877-1883 10E, 9W 2.5E, 3.0W n/a 2.5, 3.3 n/a 5.0, 6.5
Russell Street 63 1877-1878 10E, 10W 2.5E, 2.5W n/a 2.5, 2.5 n/a 5
Castle Street 88 1877-1899 9 & 10N, 10S 3.0N, 2.5S n/a 3.0, 3.3, 2.5 n/a 5.5 to 7.5
Westmoreland Street 62 1878-1889 9E, 9W 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.3, 3.3 n/a 5.5, 6.25
Duckett Street 38 1889-1898 10E, 10W irregular E, 3.0W n/a 3 n/a 5.5, 8.0, 10.0
Upper Sackville Street 26 1888-1892 9N, 9S 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.3, 3.3 n/a 6.5, 7.25
Firth Street 15 1893-1896 10 3 3.5 3 3.5 7
Milton Street 30 1894-1896 10N, 10S 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.0, 3.0 n/a 6
Cowper Street 23 1896-1897 10N, 10S 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.0, 3.0 n/a 6.0, 7.0
Byron Street 18 1896-1899 10N, 10S 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.0, 3.0 n/a 6.0, 6.25
Southey Street 12 1898-1899 10N, 10S 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.0, 3.0 n/a 6
East Castle Street 6 1899 10 3 3.25 3 3.25 8
Back Castle Street 2 1899 9 irregular irregular n/a n/a n/a
Goschen Street 4 1888 10 3 n/a 3 n/a 6.0, 6.75
Cromwell Street 12 1889-1899 10E, 10W 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.0, 3.0 n/a 6
Fairfax Street 18 1896-1897 10E, 10W 3.0E, 3.0W n/a 3.0, 3.0 n/a 5.5
Lambert Street 19 1898 10E, 10W 3.0E, 3.0W 3.5E 3.0, 3.0 3.5 6.50, 7.0
Wellington Street 19 1897-1898 9E, 9W 3.0E, 3.0W 3.5E 3.3, 3.3 3.9 6.50, 8.0
Nelson Street 22 1899-1901 10E, 10W 3.0E, 3.0W 3.5E, 3.5W 3.0, 3.0 3.5, 3.5 6.5
Brougham Street 65 1899-1908 9 & 10E, irregular, 9 & 10W 3.0E, irregular 3.0 & 3.5W 3.5E, irregular, 3.5 & 4.0W 3.0, 3.3, 3.5 3.5, 3.9, 4.0 8.0, 8.5, 10.5, 12.0
Dorset Street 7 1899 10 2.5 3 2.5 3 6.5
Montgomery Street 19 1902 11E, 11W irregular E, 2.5W n/a 2.3 n/a 6.0, 6.5
Devonshire Street 42 1899-1907 10N, 9 & 10S 3.0N, 3.0S 3.5N, 3.5S 3.0, 3.3 3.5, 3.9 8.0, 9.5
Neville Street 40 1903-1904 10N, 10S 3.0N, 3.0S 3.5N, 3.25S 3.0, 3.0 3.5, 3.25 7.5, 8.0
Duke Street 6 1905 10 3 3.5 3 3.5 7.5
Ward Street 22 1908-1913 10N, 10S 3.0N, 3.0S 3.5N, 3.5S 3 3.5, 3.5 8.5
East Neville Street 12 1912 9 3 3.5 3.3 3.9 n/a
Weary Street 30 1907-1908 10N,10S 3 3.5E 3.0, 3.0 3.5, 3.5 7.5
Park Shed Villas 2 1889 9 irregular n/a n/a n/a n/a
Sources:  1:2,500 Ordnance Survey and NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1   
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Annex 4.5.2  Gargrave Road:  Plot metrology (excluding end terraced houses and irregular plots)
(Note that N, S, E, W refer to north, south, east and west sides of the street)
Plot area Plot area Rateable value (£) 
Street Houses in ratebook Years erected Houses per 10 perches Plot depth (exc garden) in perches Plot depth (inc garden) in perches (exc garden) in perches 2 (inc garden) in perches 2 (1900 basis)
Brook Street 37 1874-1890 11E, 9W irregular & 2.5E, 2.5W irregular W 2.3, 2.8 n/a 6.25, 9.5
Gladstone Street 29 1878-1891 9E, 9W 2.5E, 3.0W 3.0E, 3.5W 2.8, 3.3 3.3, 3.9 8.0, 10.0
Belgrave Street 37 1879-1902 10E, 9W 2.5E, 2.5W 3.5E, 3.5W 2.5, 2.8 3.5, 3.9 6.5, 10.0
Bright Street 29 1878-1906 9E, 8W 3.0E, 3.5W  3.5E, 4.0W (exc rear garden) 3.3, 4.4 3.9, 5.0 7.75, 13.5
Gargrave Road (SE) 17 1876-1880 8 & 10 2.5 3 3.1, 2.5 3.75, 3.0 11, 13
Granville Street 14 1897-1903 8 3 3.5 3.75 4.4 10.0, 12.0, 20.0
West Bank Road 16 1895-1906 irregular (terrace only, 7 approx) irregular (terrace only, 3.5 approx) irregular (terrace only, 4.0 approx) irreg, 5.0 irreg, 5.7 6.0 to 30.0 (terraced 19.0
West Bank Villas 2 1872 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 50.0*
West Bank Terrace 4 1891 4 irregular 8.0 approx irreg 8.0 approx 33.25
Peace Villas 2 1886 irregular irregular irregular irregular n/a 16.0, 18.0
Ashgrove 10 1878-1879 9 2.5 3.5 2.8 3.9 9.5
Gargrave Road (N) 6 1882-1888 irregular irregular irregular irregular n/a 13.25 to 25.0
Salisbury Street 18 1887-1894 9E, 8W 4.0E, 4.0W 4.5E, 5.0W 4.4, 5.0 5.0, 6.25 11.5 to 18.0
Park Avenue 16 1906-1911 7 & 7.5 4 5 5.7, 5.3 7.1, 6.67 16.5
Gargrave Road (SW) 8 1912-1914 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Harewood Road 0 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Sources:  1:2,500 Ordnance Survey and NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1  
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Annex  4.6   Other people who called themselves architects 
_______________________________________________________________ 
 
This account is concerned with people who called themselves architects but did 
not have formal qualifications or for whom there is no evidence of higher 
professional skills.  In Table 4.5 Joseph Petyt ranks fourth and William Dinsdale 
ranks fifth in terms of the number of houses approved and built and for which 
architectural provenance is known, both with rather more than six per cent of 
the total. Circumstantially it would appear that Joseph Petyt had been agent to 
the Duke of Devonshire on the Bolton Abbey estate.1  Although most of his 
activity was concerned with houses, he also carried out some non-residential 
work, including the rebuilding of the Craven Herald printing works in 1896.2  It 
would not be difficult to argue that he should be included with the seven 
principal architects named in section 4.4, were it not for his entries in the 1881 
and 1891 Censuses, where he is described respectively as a joiner and builder, 
and an innkeeper and clerk of works.3  However, a building plan of 1897 gives 
his address as Post Office Buildings which suggests that he was at that time 
renting office space in the town centre even though the Almanack for the same 
year shows that he was still at the Fountain Inn.4  The most likely explanation is 
that although successful as an architect, particularly during the 1890s, he did 
not attract sufficient business until then to work full-time in this capacity, hence 
the need for alternative occupations.   
 
William Dinsdale was probably in a similar position.  His architectural work was 
carried out spasmodically during the 1890s mainly in association with the 
builder, Thomas Duckett.  It included Church Field Terrace consisting of nine 
fashionable middle class houses in Keighley Road as well as some non-
residential work such as a storage shed for the Skipton brewery at Belle Vue.5  
                                                 
1 He was born nearby at Beamsley.  Joseph Petyt of Stank House, Bolton Abbey was agent to 
the Duke of Devonshire and designed the east wall and reredos in Bolton Priory in 1877 which 
is consistent with activity in Skipton from the mid-1880s.  See P Watkins, Bolton Priory and its 
church, (Bolton Abbey: Church of St Mary & St Cuthbert, 1989), p. 91.   
2 Building Plan 794 
3 Building Plan 722 of 5 October 1894 gives his address as 68 High Street, which at that time 
was the Fountain Inn. 
4 Building Plan 832 
5 Building Plans 710 and 857 of 15 June 1894 and 19 May 1898.  The sections for the houses in 
Church Field Terrace display considerable technical ability and artistry. 
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In 1899 he turned briefly to speculative building on his own account.6  However, 
the 1901 Census describes him as a mason, builder and contractor,  
and as a worker rather than an employer.  These two cases are marginal but 
were they accepted this would increase the proportion of houses approved and 
built by people recognisable as architects to 81.1 per cent, which is comparable 
with Trowell’s total.   
 
As for the rest, fundamentally they were stone masons, builders and 
contractors.  By the end of the nineteenth century, James Horner & Son was a 
well known and long established building firm with stone wharfs near Belmont 
Bridge and in New Town.  Table 4.3A shows that they built 103 houses on their 
own account during the study period as well as many more on contract.7  Fred 
and William Ward were associated with Ward Bros. whose major contribution to 
the building of Middletown was described previously.8  George Bradley was 
another well established builder, with a stone wharf near Cavendish Street and 
a home in Carleton.   He showed a particular flair for the design of houses and 
his work included Hothfield Terrace and Hothfield House (off Keighley Road) 
and Ringwood Terrace in Salisbury Street (off Gargrave Road), all of which are 
distinguished middle class dwellings with elegantly proportioned and tastefully 
decorated façades.9  However, his output volume was insufficient to justify the 
professional title of architect, even if de facto that was his function in firstly 
preparing designs for houses which would attract discerning buyers, and 
secondly submitting the designs to the local authority for approval.  His son, 
Tom H Bradley, who worked with his father, also appears in Table 4.3A and in 
the same capacity.10  The other names on the list accounting for about 15 per 
cent of the houses shown represent builders who from time to time designed 
the houses which they built, with varying degrees of artistic ability, in 
accordance with the conventional wisdom.    
 
                                                 
6 Building Plan 909  
7 James Horner was described in the 1891 Census as ‘stonemason-contractor’. 
8 Fred and William Ward were described in the 1891 Census as ‘stone contractor of building’ 
and ‘stonemason’, respectively. 
9 Building Plans 533, 583 and 690 
10 George and Tom H Bradley were described in the 1901 Census as ‘stonemason-contractor’ 
and ‘stonemason’, respectively. 
          
Table 4.1  Skipton: Illustrations of the role of landowners in the housing development process
(Not comprehensive)
1.  Landowner is the  primary developer but not the secondary developer
Type of secondary developer 
Study area Location Landowner Primary developer Occupation (see definitions below)
New Town Whole study area Castle estate Castle estate Mainly types 1 and 3
Middletown Whole study area Castle estate Castle estate Mainly type 1; some types 2 and 3
Keighley Road Villas, Carleton Road Castle estate Castle estate Types 1 and 3
Keighley Road Terraces, Carleton Road Castle estate Castle estate Mainly type 1
Keighley Road Keighley Road (South) Castle estate Castle estate Type 1
Gargrave Road Aireville Gardens Castle estate Castle estate Type 3 (Scheme failed except for two houses)
Gargrave Road West Bank Road & adjacent Castle estate Castle estate Mainly type 3; also type 2
Gargrave Road Extension of existing terraces Castle estate Castle estate Types 1 and 2
Gargrave Road Park Avenue Skipton Grammar School Skipton Grammar School Mainly type 1; also type 3
Primrose Hill & Raikes Raikes Avenue Welbury Kendall Welbury Kendall Bank Manager Types 1 and 3
2.  Landowner sells to primary developer who is not the secondary developer
Study area Location Landowner Primary developer Occupation Type of secondary developer
Gargrave Road Terraces, Brook St to Bright St Birtwistle's divisees J B & T H Dewhurst Cotton spinners & manufacturers Mainly type 1
Gargrave Road Gargrave Road (North) Birtwistle's divisees George Robinson Solicitor Types 1, 2 and 3
Keighley Road Keighley Road (North) Midland Railway (ex-Castle) George Kendall Solicitor Types 1 and 3
Broughton Road Broughton Road (West) Castle/Stoneyhurst College Skipton Room & Power Co Type 1
3.  Landowner sells to primary developer who is also the secondary developer
Study area Location Landowner Primary developer Occupation Type of secondary developer
Gargrave Road Brook Street (East) Birtwistle's divisees Samuel Cope Grocer and milk seller Type 3 (Samuel Cope)
Gargrave Road Brook Street (East) Birtwistle's divisees Henry Robinson Coal Merchant Type 3 (Henry Robinson)
Keighley Road Adjacent to Alexandra Shed Castle estate George Walton Worsted Manufacturer Type 3 (George Walton)
Keighley Road Airedale Terrace Midland Railway (ex-Castle) William Lavender Railway signal inspector Type 3 (William Lavender)
Broughton Road Watkinson's Houses Broughton Rd Building Club (failed) Emanuel Watkinson Farmer Type 3 (Emanuel Watkinson) 
Broughton Road Greenfield and Midland Streets As above? Joseph Platt Coach builder Type 3 (Joseph Platt)
Determination and classification of secondary developers:
Basis is the named person applying for approval of plans, classified as follows:
1.  Speculative house builder, building for sale and working on own account
2.  Other speculators, including building trade proprietors and private investors, building for sale using building contractors
3.  Prospective house owners, including landlords and owner-occupiers, using building contractors 
Sources: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2 and WRRD   35
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Table 4.2   Contribution of builders and non-builders to the construction of new
                  houses, 1865 to 1914
Number of building plans approved
For builders For non-builders For all applicants*
Number of houses 1332 497 1829
Number of different applicants 41 94 135
Houses per applicant 32.5 5.3 13.6
Distribution of approved building plans
For builders For non-builders For all applicants
Percentage of houses 72.8 27.2 100.0
Percentage of applicants 30.4 69.6 100.0
Contributing less than or equal to 5 houses 
For builders For non-builders For all applicants
Percentage of houses 1.2 22.1 6.9
Percentage of applicants 24.4 73.4 58.5
Contributing more than 50 houses 
For builders For non-builders For all applicants
Percentage of houses 66.4 N/A 48.4
Percentage of applicants 22.0 N/A 6.7
*Note that the total number of houses shown in this table is less than the total number  
approved because some houses cannot be attributed. 
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2  
 
 Table 4.3A  Number of houses erected by principal speculative builders, 1865 to 1914 
Builders as applicants for building plans, constructing more than 10 houses during the period
(Dates are of plans submitted for approval taken from the adjusted database. Excludes contract work.  New houses only.)
New Town Middletown Gargrave Road Broughton Road Other
Ward Bros 153 (1899-1911) 18 (1901-06) 171
James Smith 97 (1891-1901) 28 (1902-03) 125
Thomas Duckett 93 (1877-98) 6 (1886-87) 16 (1893-94) (Keighley Road) 115
James Horner 29 (1871-74) 36 (1893-1902) 7 (1876) 22 (1878) 4 (1900), 9 (1896) (Keighley Road) 107
Armstrong & Wright 80 (1875-77) 21 (1876-78) 101
T T Chapman/Chapman & Aldersley 18 (1905-11) 50 (1904-1912) 13 (1906) (Keighley Road) 81
George Bradley 37 (1877-91) 4 (1893) 14 (1897-1901) 15 (1887-96) (Keighley Road) 70
Howarth & Roberts 26 (1872-75) 11 (1876-85) 6 (1891) 2 (1869) 16 (1876) (Town Centre) 61
Aldersley (various) 21 (1897-1911) 39 (1899-1907) 60
Solomon Ward 42 (1895-97) 42
John Daggett 10 (1896) 6 (1897), 5 (1905) 12 (1899),  8 (1907) 41
William Morgan 36 (1875-78) 36
Samuel Williams 18 (1898) 18 (1893-95) (Keighley Road) 36
Edmondson Bros 31 ((1888-98) 2 (1899) (Keighley Road) 33
Henry Ridley 4 (1869) 26 (1875-80) 30
James Lindsay 21 (1896-98) 6 (1895-96) (Keighley Road) 27
Frank Moore 13 (1908-09) 12 (1906) (Keighley Road) 25
B & B B Kirk 17 (1901) 4 (1886) (Keighley Road) 21
Henry Hinings 13 (1875-85) 13
Thompson & Co 12 (1909-12) (Raikes & Otley Rd) 12
William Daggett 11 (Primrose Hill) 11
Mark Fouracre 11 (1890-94) (Keighley Road) 11
Jonathan Lowe 6 (1898) 5 (1896) 11
TOTAL 1240
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2  
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Table 4.3B  Number of houses erected by principal non-builders, 1865 to 1914 
Non-builders as applicants for building plans, constructing more than 10 houses during the period
(Dates are of plans submitted for approval taken from the adjusted database.  Assumed to be contract work. New houses only)
New Town Middletown Gargrave Road Broughton Road Other
Joseph Platt 10 (1875) 39 (1890) 8 (c1865-70) (Keighley Road) 57
Emanuel Watkinson 8 (1866-69) 32 (1877-82) 13 (1874-75) (Primrose Hill) 53
Joseph Robinson 22 (1870-71) 18 (1877-89) 40
George Walton 31 (1878-89) (Keighley Road) 31
Richard Atkinson 8 (1878) 15 (1887-90) 23
Joseph Watson 20 (1899-1900) (Town Centre) 20
Skipton Mill Co 16 (1878-85) 16
Seth Marsden 15 (1873-76) (Primrose Hill) 15
Barrett Wright 14 (1880-89)* 14
John Pollard 13 (1878-87) (Keighley Road) 13
Thomas Wilkinson 4 (1873) 9 (1870-1872) 13
William Hallam 12 (1874) (Town Centre) 12
William Wood Wright 11 (1880) 11
Note:  * Jointly with Richard Atkinson TOTAL 318
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2  
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Table 4.4A     Middletown:  Houses planned, houses erected and houses per plan    
Houses per plan Houses per plan
Street Houses in rate book Years erected Years plans submitted Number of plans (mean) (range) Type
Sackville Street 9 1876 1874 1 9.0 0 T
Romille Street 23 1874-1877 1873, 1875 5 3.8 1 to 6 T
Dawson Street 34 1876-1891 1875., 1876, 1890 11 3.5 1 to 8 T
George Street 41 1876-1878 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878 6 6.2 1 to 16 T
Rowland Street 53 1877-1883 1877, 1878, 1879 6 7.8 1 to12 T
Russell Street 63 1877-1878 1877 3 20.0 8 to 32 T
Castle Street 88 1877-1899 1876/77/78/79/80/89/90/91/92/95/98 17 5.3 1 to 9 T
Westmoreland Street 62 1878-1889 1877/78/80/82/84/85/87/88 15 3.7 1 to 8 D and T
Duckett Street 38 1889-1898 1888, 1889, 1890, 1896, 1897 8 4.9 1 to 13 T
Upper Sackville Street 26 1888-1892 1888, 1890 3 8.7 7 to 11 T
Firth Street 15 1893-1896 1893 1 15.0 0 T
Milton Street 30 1894-1896 1893, 1895 2 15.0 14 to 16 T
Cowper Street 23 1896-1897 1896 2 11.5 10 to 13 T
Byron Street 18 1896-1899 1896, 1898 2 9.0 8 to 10 T
Southey Street 12 1898-1899 1898 2 6.0 5 to 7 T
East Castle Street 6 1899 1898 1 6.0 0 T
Back Castle Street 2 1899 1897 1 2.0 0 S
Goschen Street 4 1888 1888 1 4.0 0 T
Cromwell Street 12 1889-1899 1889, 1890, 1898 3 4.0 1 to 6 T
Fairfax Street 18 1896-1897 1896, 1897 2 9.0 0 T
Lambert Street 19 1898 1897, 1898 2 9.5 9 to 10 T
Wellington Street 19 1897-1898 1897, 1898 2 9.5 9 to 10 T
Nelson Street 22 1899-1901 1898, 1899 2 11.0 0 T
Brougham Street 65 1899-1908 1898, 1899, 1901, 1902, 1907, 1908 8 8.1 6 to 14 T
Dorset Street 7 1899 1898 1 7.0 0 T
Montgomery Street 19 1902 1901 2 9.5 9 to 10 T
Devonshire Street 42 1899-1907 1898, 1906 3 5.7 3 to 8 T
Neville Street 40 1903-1904 1902, 1903, 1904 3 13.3 9 to 21 T
Duke Street 6 1905 1905 1 5.0 0 T
Ward Street 22 1908-1913 1908, 1911 2 10.5 7 to 14 T
East Neville Street 12 1912 1911 1 12.0 0 T
Weary Street 30 1907-1908 1907 2 15.0 13 to 17 T
Park Shed Villas 2 1889 1889 1 2.0 0 S
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Table 4.4B     New Town:  Houses planned, houses erected and houses per plan     
Houses per plan Houses per plan
Street Houses in rate book Years erected Years plans submitted Number of plans (mean) (range) Type
Prospect Villas 2 1871 1870 1 2.0 0 D
Whinfield 1 1873 1871 1 1.0 0 D
Keighley Rd (Tufton St) 23 1871 1870, 1871 9 2.7 1 to 6 T
West View Terrace 5 1872 N/A T
Pembroke Street 45 1870-1875 1869, 1871, 1872 5 2.8 1 to 12 T
Bennett Street 40 1871-1875 1871, 1873, 1874 5 7.4 1 to 16 T
Cumberland Street 34 1873-1886 1872, 1873, 1874, 1878, 1885 7 6.5 2 to 12 T
Union Terr/ Lower Union St 11 1877-1878 1872 1 4.0 0 T
Upper Union Street 12 1875-1882 1874, 1880 2 5.5 3 to 8 T
Southfield Terrace 6 1877 N/A T
Table 4.4C    Gargrave Road:*  Houses planned, houses erected and houses per plan  
Houses per plan Houses per plan
Street Houses in rate book Years erected Years plans submitted Number of plans (mean) (range) Type
West Bank Villas 2 1872 1872 1 2 0 S
Peace Villas 2 1886 1885 1 2 0 S
Gargrave Road (SE) 17 1876-1880 1876, 1880 3 5.67 4 to 7 T
Brook Street 37 1874-1890 1873, 1875, 1880, 1889 5 6.2 4 to 10 T
Gladstone Street 29 1878-1891 1876, 1877, 1890, 1891 5 5.8 1 to 9 T
Belgrave Street 37 1879-1902 1897, 1902 3 7 6 to 9 T
Bright Street 29 1878-1906 1878, 1891, 1902, 1905 4 7.25 2 to 15 T
Ashgrove 10 1878-1879 1875 1 10 0 T
Gargrave Road (N) 6 1882-1888 1881, 1882, 1884, 1885, 1886 5 1.2 1 to 2 T
Salisbury Street 18 1887-1894 1886, 1887, 1893 4 4.5 3 to 6 T
West Bank Terrace 4 1891 1890 1 4 0 T
West Bank Road 16 1895-1906 1894, 1898, 1900, 1903, 1905 7 2.29 1 to 5 D, S and T
Granville Street 14 1897-1903 1896, 1897, 1898, 1902 4 3.5 2 to 5 S and T
Park Avenue 16 1906-1911 1906, 1907, 1910, 1911 4 4 1 to 9 T
Gargrave Road (SW) 8 1912-1914 1911 2 2 0 S
Harewood Road 0 N/A 1913 1 4 0 S
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 Table 4.4D      Broughton Road: Houses planned, houses erected and houses per plan  
Houses per plan Houses per plan
Street Houses in rate book Years erected Years plans submitted Number of plans (mean) (range) Type
Rockvilla 1 1869 1869 1 1 0 D
Station master's house 1 1875 1875 1 1 0
Cavendish House 2 1891 1890 1 2 0 S
Cavendish Street 17 1871-1878 1869, 1870, 1871, 1872 6 2.5 1 to 6 T
Aireview  Terrace 22 1879-1881 1878 1 22 0 T
Watkinson's Houses 32 1877-1882 None submitted T
Greenfield Street 14 1889 1889? 1 39 0 T
Midland Street 25 1889-1892 1889? (With above) (With above) 0 T
Gisburn Street 11 1898 1897 1 11 0 T
Marton Street 8 1899-1900 1899 1 9 0 T
Sawley Street 36 1899-1914 1899, 1900, 1910, 1912 4 8.75 1 to13 T
Broughton Road 31 1900-1912 1899, 1900, 1906, 1907, 1911 6 5 1 to 8 T
Clitheroe Street 56 1901-1905 1901, 1904, 1905 7 7.1 3 to 17 T
Thornton Street 28 1903-1904 1902, 1903 2 14 12 to 16 T
Pendle Street 34 1907-1909 1907, 1908 3 11.3 9 to 13 T
Ruskin Avenue 13 1909 1908, 1909 2 6.5 6 to 7 T
Table 4.4E      Keighley Road: Houses planned, houses erected and houses per plan  
Houses per plan Houses per plan
Street Houses in rate book Years erected Years plans submitted Number of plans (mean) (range) Type
Brooklands 1 1869 1869 1 1.0 0 D 
Towerville 1 1873 1871 1 1.0 0 D 
Belgravia Villas 2 1874 1873 1 2.0 0 S
Hothfield House 1 1890 1889 1 1.0 0 D 
Christ Church Vicarage 1 1901 1900 1 1.0 0 D 
Alexandra Buildings   }
Bold Venture Terrace} 38 1879-1890 1878, 1887, 1889 5 6.4 1 to 15 T
Bold Venture            }
Hothfield Terrace 6 1887-1888 1887 1 6.0 0 T
Jubilee/Calton Terrace 14 1887-1895 1886 3 4.7 1 to 9 T
Keighley Road (W) 48 1890-1907 1890/94/95/96/1900/1906 7 5.3 2 to 13 T
Airebank Terrace 3 1892 1889 2 1.5 1 to 2 T
Railway Terrace 3 1891 1887 1 3.0 0 T
Church Street 15 1894-1895 1893, 1894, 1896 3 5.0 2 to 7 T
Church Field Terrace 9 1895-1900 1894 1 9.0 0 T
Brooklands Terrace 9 1896 1895 1 9.0 0 T
Airedale Terrace 9 1896 1895 1 9.0 0 T
Highfield Terrace 8 1896 1894 7 1.0 0 T
Craven Street 3 1887-1896 1887, 1895 2 1.5 1 to 2 T
Lindley St/ Walton St 21 1898-1906 1896, 1899, 1906 3 5.3 2 to 9 T
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Table 4.4F    Primrose Hill & Raikes: Houses planned, houses erected and houses per plan  
Houses per plan Houses per plan
Street Houses in rate book Years erected Years plans submitted Number of plans (mean) (range) Type
Castle View Terrace 13 1875-1881 1874, 1875 2 6.5 5 to 8 T
Rest of Primrose Hill* 44 1865-1886          1864/69/70/73/74/75/77 15 3.6 1 to 9 T
Raikes Road (N) & (S) 9 1878                   N/A T
Endcliffe 1 1897 1895 1 1.0 0 D
Ashgarth 1 1897 1897 1 1.0 0 D
Raikes Close 1 1903 1902 1 1.0 0 D
Raikes Avenue & adjacent 11 1905-1913 1905,1907, 1909, 1910, 1911, 1912 9 1.4 1 to 2 D & S
80
Table 4.4G   Town Centre & Otley Road*: Houses planned, houses erected and houses per plan  
Houses per plan Houses per plan
Street Houses in rate book Years erected Years plans submitted Number of plans (mean) (range) Type
Sunnybank 1 1880 1880 1 1.0 0 D
Overdale 1 1884 1884 1 1.0 0 D
Providence Place 3 1873 1872 1 3.0 0 T
Devonshire Place 7 1875 1874, 1875 2 3.0 1 to 5 T
Hill Street 16 1876 1876 1 16.0 0 T
Hallam's Yard 12 1876 1874 1 12.0 0 T
Otley Road (inc alms houses) 18 1879-1907 1879, 1885, 1894, 1907, 1912 5 3.6 1 to 6 T
Otley Street (Domestic Villas) 4 1886-1887 1886, 1887 2 2.0 0 T
Brookside 24 1901-1902 1899, 1900 2 10.0 4 to 16 T
Notes:  1.   As explained in Chapter 3 plans are not available for all of the houses erected and shown in the rate books 
           2.   T, D, and S, represent terraced, detached and semi-detached houses.
Sources:  NYCRO:  DC/SKU/4/2 and DC/SKU/2/5/1  
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Table 4.5  Number of houses designed by principal architects, 1865 to 1914 
Architects of more than 10 houses during the period
(Dates are of plans submitted for approval taken from the adjusted database. New houses only)
New Town Middletown Gargrave Road Broughton Road Other Total
James Hartley n/a 106 (1898-1911) 42 (1897-1913) 74 (1899-1911) 3 (1895-97, 1911) (Raikes), 13 (1907-12) (Otley Road) 238
Varley & Son n/a 143 (1892-99) 37 (1886-97) 9 (1886-87) (Albert St), 1 (1887) (Back Bridge St, Broughton Rd), 30 (1886-1900) (Keighley Rd) 220
Herbert Varley n/a 51 (1901-04) 17 (1902-05) 28 (1902-03) 13 (1906) (Keighley Road) 109
Joseph Petyt n/a 52 (1890-99) 1 (1900) 2 (1885) (Otley Rd), 11 (1890-94) (Keighley Rd) 66
William Dinsdale n/a 39 (1896-98) 9 (1899) 16 (1893-94) (Keighley Road) 64
Fred Ward n/a 36 (1907-08) 36
W H Atkinson n/a 2 (1889) 13 (1900) 20 (1899-1900) (Brookside, Town Centre) 35
J W Broughton n/a 5 (1897) 18 (1907-12) 12 (1902-12) (Raikes) 35
W T Shuttleworth n/a 19 (1887-91) 6 (1885, 1903-05) 9 (1895) (Keighley Road) 34
J H Smith n/a 33 (1888-90) 33
George Bradley n/a 16 (1889-91) 4 (1893) 9 (1887-96) (Keighley Road) 29
J E Aldersley n/a 23 (1899, 1904-05) 23
William Ward n/a 14 (1898-1901) 6 (1906) 20
W Dodgson n/a 17 (1901) 17
Fred Smith n/a 15 (1893) 15
F Moore n/a 6 (1908) 12 (1906) (Keighley Road) 18
Tom H Bradley n/a 14 (1897-1901) 6 (1894) (Keighley Road) 20
J Horner & Son n/a 12 (1887-96) (Keighley Road) 12
Source:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2                                                                                           TOTAL 1024  
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Table 4.6  Detached and semi-detached villas
Built 1865 to 1914
Name Number of houses as built Date erected Architect Study area
Brooklands 1 1869 N/A Keighley Road
Rockvilla 1 1869 N/A Broughton Road
Prospect Villas 2 1871 N/A New Town
Towerville* 1 1871 George Ogden Keighley Road
West Bank Villas 2 1872 George Ogden Gargrave Road
Whinfield 1 1873 N/A New Town
Belgravia Villas 2 1874 N/A Keighley Road
Sunnybank 1 1880 Milnes & France Town Centre & Otley Road
Overdale 1 1884 F J Robinson Town Centre & Otley Road
Peace Villas 2 1885 W T Shuttleworth Gargrave Road
Park Mill Villas 2 1889 W H Atkinson Middletown
Hothfield House 1 1890 George Bradley Keighley Road
Cavendish House 2 1890 W & J B Bailey Broughton Road
Endcliffe 1 1896 James Hartley Primrose Hill & Raikes
Ashgarth 1 1897 James Hartley Primrose Hill & Raikes
Christ Church Vicarage 1 1900 Bromet & Thorman Keighley Road
Raikes Close 1 1902 J W Broughton Primrose Hill & Raikes
Built before 1865
Name Number of houses as built Date Architect Study area
Aireville Hall 1 1836 George Webster Gargrave Road
Holywell House 1 1840s N/A Gargrave Road
Rockwood 1 1850s N/A Gargrave Road
South View 1 1850s N/A Broughton Road
The Rectory 1 1850s N/A Town Centre & Otley Road
The Raikes 1 1854 N/A Primrose Hill & Raikes
Springfield 1 1855 N/A Town Centre & Otley Road
Woodlands 1 1858 N/A Gargrave Road
Clifford Terrace** 2 early 1860s N/A Keighley Road
Burnside 1 early 1860s N/A Keighley Road
Ashfield 1 1861 N/A Keighley Road
Aireview 1 c.1862 William Longley Broughton Road
Note: * Later divided   ** Later combined  
Sources:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1 and DC/SKU/4/2, map regression, Census enumerators' books, and 
               miscellaneous deeds  
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Figure 4.1  Skipton Castle estate land used for housing in New Town 
and Middletown according to Crow’s map of 1757 
Note that the solid black line superimposes the route of the Leeds & Liverpool Canal.  
The road running diagonally to the bottom left is Keighley Road.  Newmarket Street 
and the bottom of High Street are top centre and separated from Cock Hill by the 
Waller Hill Beck.  From Yorkshire Archaeological Society, DD214, Estate map of 
Skipton by James Crow, 1757, reproduced by kind permission of Sebastian Fattorini. 
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NEW TOWN (A) is enclosed by Keighley Road to the west and the 
canal to the east.  MIDDLETOWN (B) is enclosed by the canal to the 
south-west; Keighley Road to the north-west; the Skipton to Ilkley 
railway to the south-east; and Waller Hill Beck to the north.  Note also 
Newmarket Street and the bottom of High Street (C).   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.2  New Town and Middletown in 1907 according to the  
1:2,500 Ordnance Survey (increased in scale) 
C
A 
B
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Not available for copyright reasons 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.8  Pre-development land holdings in the Gargrave Road study 
area according to Crow’s map of 1757 
Note that the solid black line superimposes the route of the Leeds & 
Liverpool Canal.  The Gargrave Road area lies above the alignment 
of the canal and extends from the extreme left of the map to the east 
side of Mill Field.  The road running south to north between 
Esbridge and Tenter Flatt corresponds approximately to the post-
development Brook Street.  At its northern end it meets the later 
alignment of the Keighley-Kendal turnpike (Gargrave Road) which 
follows the field boundaries to the north-west and a lightly 
superimposed line to the south-east to an end-on junction with 
Water Street.  From Yorkshire Archaeological Society, DD214, 
Estate map of Skipton by James Crow, 1757, reproduced by kind 
permission of Sebastian Fattorini.
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 Figure 4.11 All study areas: Houses per builder and non-builder based on houses in plans approved, 1865 to 1914
(1829 houses of which 1332 by builders and 497 by non-builders.  See footnote to text for principal omissions)
Source: NYCRO:DC/SKU/4/2
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 Figure 4.12  Houses per plan 1865 to 1914 in building plans approved (n=2000)
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2
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Annex 5.1   Owner-occupancy in the pre-1865 housing stock as at 1914 
 
 
1.  The decline in the pre-1865 housing stock 
It is important to begin by noting that whereas the 1861 Census identified 1120 
houses in Skipton township, the October 1914 rate book specified only 710 
houses within the Skipton UDC boundary which were built before 1865.  The 
boundaries of the SUDC can be readily determined from the 1:2,500 Ordnance 
Survey of 1907 but the township boundaries as at 1861 are more elusive.  
However, given the rapid expansion of the town, spatially, during the late-
nineteenth century, it is likely that the former covered a bigger area than the 
latter.  The deficiency therefore cannot be accounted for by differences in areal 
coverage.  In fact three interrelated factors account for the numerical decline in 
the older housing stock.  Firstly, there was the spread of commercial activity into 
former residential areas adjacent to the town centre and the conversion of 
houses into shops and offices as for instance in Swadford Street and Belmont 
Terrace.  Secondly, the depopulation of houses in the rear plots resulted in their 
conversion to storage facilities.   Thirdly, and most significantly in terms of the 
both the urban landscape and the numerical impact, there was a process of 
large-scale urban renewal.  This is exemplified by the demolition of older 
property along the principal streets and in the rear plots to make way for high 
profile commercial or public buildings (see Chapter 7).  There was also some 
renewal of residential property within the rear plots.  
 
2.  Owner-occupancy in the pre-1865 housing stock (freestanding  
      excluding villas) 
Owner-occupancy levels within the pre-1865 housing stock as at 1914 are 
shown in Table 5.4 which classifies the surviving houses using seven 
categories related to their morphological significance.  Commercial premises 
with living accommodation and large villas are excluded.  The seven categories 
are based on map regression, miscellaneous deeds, and field observation. 1   
                                                 
1 The following maps were used:  YAS: DD214, Estate map of Skipton by James Crow, 1757; 
John Wood’s map of 1832 (original in the Craven Museum but photographs and facsimiles also 
available); 1:1056 Ordnance Survey of 1850; Map and geological section of the Skipton Local 
Board of Health district 1860’at a scale of 1:2640 (copy in the North Yorkshire County Library, 
Skipton); 1:2,500 Ordnance Survey of 1890 and 1907; 1: 500 Ordnance Survey of 1890.  Deeds 
include the recently discovered collection of Cyril Clarke, a former secretary of Skipton Building 
Society, which contains material on the terminating building societies.   
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Some brief comments on each category are provided below, and it will be 
helpful to consult the extract from the 1:2,500 Ordnance Survey of 1907 (Annex 
5.1.2) at this point. 
 
 Category 1:  Houses in the residential portions of principal town centre streets 
This covers the surviving residential property in High Street, Mill Bridge, the 
lower part of The Bailey, Newmarket Street, Swadford Street (making up the I-
shape of the medieval town) and also Keighley Road.2  Most of the private 
houses in this category were located in Newmarket Street, although in spite of 
overwhelming commercial encroachment, a small number remained in High 
Street. 
      
Category 2:  Houses built on rear plots, c.1830 to 1860 
These houses are concentrated on both sides of High Street and Newmarket 
Street as well as the west side of Sheep Street.  They constitute a distinct 
phase in the cycle of rear plot development during which rear gardens were 
covered with working class housing, and they stand out prominently on the 
large-scale maps. 
     
Category 3:  Houses built along fixation lines during the early nineteenth century                 
The most noticeable fixation lines denote the limits of the High Street and 
Sheep Street rear plots.  Court Lane, Canal Street and Coach Street were 
developed along these boundaries.  Houses were also built along the eastern 
boundary of the East Field alongside Rectory Lane and Bunkers Hill.3  
 
Category 4:  Houses built by terminating building societies, c.1810 to 1830 
Developments by terminating building societies were carried out on or near the 
then urban fringe in Spring Gardens (Otley Road), Club Houses (also known as 
Tradesmen’s Place and located at the east end of Newmarket Street), Union 
Square (near Belmont Street), and Millfields (Commercial Street, Eastgate and 
Westgate).  Since the town centre was very congested by this time, it is difficult  
                                                 
2  For the evolution of the medieval town, see D Williams, Medieval Skipton, (Skipton: Craven 
District Council, 1981) 
3 Modern street names are used in this account. 
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to see where else these houses might have been constructed, except in the 
rear plots as, indeed, happened subsequently.   
     
Category 5:  Houses built in or adjacent to break-through streets, c.1840 to 
1850  
In the modern history of the town centre, Otley Street, which was opened up in 
the late-1840s, is the only example of a break-through street constructed before 
1865.4  It is perhaps more likely that the landowners, the Governors of Clitheroe 
Grammar School, constructed the street to access building land than to provide 
a convenient link between High Street and Otley (New) Road.  However, de 
facto, that is what it achieved and, as such is a classic example of a break-
through street.  Initially, the street consisted of three distinct parts each with a 
separate name (New Street, Currer Street and Otley Street, respectively from 
west to east), the boundaries coinciding with the fixation lines mentioned above. 
 
Category 6:  Houses built alongside arterial roads mainly before 1830  
These roads lie mainly beyond the medieval town centre and include Raikes 
Road, Water Street, Gargrave Road, Belmont Street and part of Keighley Road.  
All of these were principal route ways by 1865.  In addition, this category 
includes roads which by then had ceased to have this function because of 
diversions necessitated by the route and level of the Leeds & Liverpool canal.  
Thus Waller Hill5, formerly on the road to Carleton, and Back Bridge Street 
which was previously part of the road to Clitheroe, are included here.  
   
Category 7:  Houses built near to industrial premises before c.1800 
This category contains a small number of houses built near to the Corn Mill and 
the High Mill (cotton).  Some of the houses were incidental to the operation of 
these mills.  
 
The quality of the pre-1865 housing stock was very mixed ranging from a large 
Georgian detached house at the top of the High Street, other large and  
                                                 
4 Cavendish Street and Craven Street are later examples. 
5 For some additional dating evidence for property in Waller Hill, see W H Dawson, Loose 
leaves of Craven history (Second Series), (Skipton: Edmondson, 1906), pp. 126-127. 
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imposing, but less stylish houses elsewhere in High Street and Swadford Street, 
through to distinguished middle-class terraces of various periods in Water 
Street, Otley Street, and Newmarket Street.  Houses comparable in concept to 
those in the large post-1865 developments were to be found in Alma Terrace, 
Craven Terrace and Woodman Terrace (Gargrave Road) but these constituted 
only a very small proportion of the total.  The most abundant category of 
housing was located in the rear plots.  Much of this was back-to-back or blind-
back and attracted the displeasure of William Ranger in his 1857 report on 
public health.6  The terminating building society developments also gave rise to 
a large number of houses of variable quality.  Thus in 1914 through terraced 
cottages, with respectable tenants, in Spring Gardens occupied a still rural 
situation on the eastern fringe.  This contrasted with Union Square to the west 
of the town centre which, by this time, was in a busy industrialised area and was 
a byword for poverty and poor housing conditions. 
 
Turning now to the detail of Table 5.4, owner-occupancy was rare, standing at 
only 5.5 per cent across all categories in 1914.  This compares with 24.9 per 
cent in the post-1865 housing stock taken as a whole, at the same date.  Even 
the distinctively working class development in Broughton Road attained owner-
occupancy of 12.4 per cent.  However, it is of interest that in 1914 only 7.5 per 
cent of the post-1865 houses in the town centre study district were owner-
occupied.  This may reflect the fact that almost a half of them, although built in 
compliance with strict local authority byelaws, were renewals in rear plot 
locations and for that reason were unlikely to attract prospective owner-
occupiers, especially so given that new houses were also available in better 
locations elsewhere in the town.   But it should also be recognised that the 
traditional arrangements under which the houses in each rear plot were 
developed and managed by a single landlord still persisted and that this applied 
to the renewals as well as to the older properties, thereby limiting the 
opportunities for prospective owner-occupiers in the town centre.  
                                                 
6 W Ranger, Report to the General Board of Health of a preliminary inquiry into the sewerage, 
drainage, supply of water and the sanitary conditions of the inhabitants of the township of 
Skipton in the West Riding of the County of York, (London: HMSO, 1857), pp. 12-18 
 
 
60
Table 5.4 confirms that categories 2, 4, and 6 and were the three largest and 
that collectively they accounted for over 70 per cent of the pre-1865 housing 
stock as at 1914.  Thus properties in the rear plots, in terminating building 
society developments, and alongside existing or former arterial roads 
predominated.  Owner-occupancy for the older houses in the rear plots 
(category 2) was negligible at just 0.5 per cent and no doubt the dominance of 
the private landlord here was reinforced by the inherent unattractiveness of his 
property as well as by the impecunious circumstances of many of his tenants.  
On the other hand, amongst the terminating building society developments 
(category 4), owner-occupancy reached 9.4 per cent, all of it concentrated in the 
better locations in Spring Gardens and Millfields.  Possibly this was a remnant 
of the terminating building society culture. Along the arterial roads (category 6) 
owner-occupancy was slightly above average at 6.3 per cent, although almost 
all of this was concentrated in Water Street and Gargrave Road in an area of 
comparative respectability and affluence.   
 
As for the rest, property built along the fixation lines at the extremities of the 
burgage plots (category 3) had no owner-occupiers but, given the superior 
quality and more favourable siting compared with the rear plot developments 
themselves, low owner-occupancy was probably due mainly to the landlord 
hegemony. For houses in the surviving residential portions of the town centre 
(category 1) owner-occupancy was 5.9 per cent and, once again, there was a 
concentration, this time in Newmarket Street.  A group of houses in this 
category, well placed at the top of the High Street, was owned by Skipton 
Castle estate and constituted the remnant of what was once a much bigger 
holding of property to let in the town centre.7  It should be noted, however, that 
in 1914 the Skipton Castle estate was still a major ground landlord in Skipton, 
notwithstanding the decline in its position as a building landlord.  In the break-
through street (category 5), Otley Street, 10.2 per cent of houses were owner-
occupied and two-thirds of these were middle-class houses concentrated in 
Greenwood Terrace.  Owner-occupancy was highest in the houses built near to 
industrial installations (category 7), although the number of houses involved  
                                                 
7 A substantial amount of town centre property was sold by the Skipton Castle estate during the 
late-nineteenth century.  For example, see the details of an auction sale reported in Craven 
Herald, 10 March 1883. 
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was very small.   
 
Thus, in summary, owner-occupancy in 1914 was very low compared with the 
situation for newer houses; it was especially low in the rear plots; and even in 
categories where it was above average, the distribution was not uniform with 
concentrations of high owner-occupancy in some locations and much lower 
levels in others. 
 
3.  Owner-occupancy in the pre-1865 housing stock (combined 
commercial and residential) 
 In spite of the tendency towards depopulation of the town centre, in 1914 High 
Street and Sheep Street still contained a number of properties designated by 
the rate books as ‘house and shop’ and these (along with inns and hotels) were 
excluded from Table 5.4.  Although the precise relationship between an entry in 
the Census enumerator’s book and the retail business carried on at the same 
address cannot be established with certainty, in the 1881 Census there were 61 
entries for High Street and Sheep Street which fitted the description of a shop 
keeper and his family living at or over the shop.  The October 1914 rate book 
specifies 34 entries for ‘house and shop’, but the extent to which these houses 
were still used as family dwellings cannot be confirmed until the 1911 Census 
data are available.  However, it is unlikely that the local authority would use the 
word ‘house’ if in fact the premises had been adapted for warehousing or other 
commercial uses.  Thus, while the number of commercial buildings (excluding 
inns and hotels) used also for domestic purposes was much reduced, it was still 
significant.  Here, the owner-occupancy rate was quite high, at 35.3 per cent (12 
properties).  The remainder were, in many cases, owned and let by people who 
are readily recognisable as local tradesmen.  The Skipton Castle estate was the 
landlord in only three cases in contrast to the situation in the eighteenth century, 
when it owned a considerable number of buildings in the town centre.8   
 
Traditionally, the owner of the premises in the main street was also the owner of 
the houses built on the rear plot and, indeed it was normally they or their 
predecessor who had been the developer.  The remnants of this pattern are  
                                                 
8 See YAS: D214 Estate map of Skipton by James Crow, 1757 
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evident for the ‘house and shop’ premises as well as for buildings in other uses.  
Thus, for example, Sarah Jane Ambler, draper and outfitter and the owner-
occupier of 35/37 High Street was also the owner of all of the houses in 
Chancery Lane.  Similarly, William Hallam’s executors, landlords to J J 
Waterfall, bookseller, of 10 Sheep Street, were also the owners of the houses in 
Craven Terrace built as a renewal of the rear plot premises in the 1850s. 
 
4.  Owner-occupancy in the pre-1865 housing stock (villas) 
Finally, pre-1865 villa residences need to be considered.  Details of these 
houses are shown in Annex 5.1.1.   For the most part, they were built as the 
homes of prominent solicitors and manufacturers.  Many of them date from the 
1850s during a modest expansion of the housing stock which coincided with the 
opening of the railway connection to Lancaster (and thereby to Scotland) and a 
significant expansion of the cotton industry both regionally and in the town itself.  
All of these villas were built at, beyond, or close to the urban fringe and were 
inhabited by people who, in many cases had previously lived in the town centre. 
In some cases there was a further move from the town centre following the 
death of the initial owner of the villa.  For example in 1836, Henry Alcock, 
solicitor and banker of High Street commissioned George Webster of Kendal to 
build Aireville Hall on the western fringes of the town. In 1873, following 
Alcock’s death, John Bonny Dewhurst of Belle Vue Mills acquired the Hall and 
its estates and moved there from his home at Dyneley House in Newmarket 
Street.  The property remained in the Dewhurst family until 1945.  Similarly, in 
1858 Thomas Heelis, steward of the Skipton Castle estates, commissioned 
Woodlands which was set in extensive grounds in Gargrave Road, and moved 
here from his tied house at the castle.  Following his death in 1878, Henry 
Smith, a successful draper, moved his home from his business premises in 
High Street to Woodlands, and successive generations of the family remained 
here until the mid-twentieth century. 
 
Although there are some gaps in Annex 5.1.1, it will be noted that many of 
these houses were owner-occupied in 1914 and it would be right to conclude 
that in many cases they were still valued in varying degrees as family 
residences at this time.   
 
  
 
 
 
Annex 5.1.1 The status of villa residences built before 1865 as at 1914
Name Built Tenure Location when built Surroundings in 1914 Use
Aireville 1836 Owner-occupied Western fringe belt Rural Family home
Holywell House 1840s Let Close to western fringe belt Residential and institutional Family home
The Raikes 1854 N/A North-western fringe belt Residential Family home
Springfield 1855 Owner-occupied Close to eastern fringe belt but with working class housing nearby Rural and residential with industry and working class housing nearby Family home
Woodlands 1858 Owner-occupied Western fringe belt Rural Family home
Rockwood 1850s Owner-occupied Western fringe belt Rural Family home
South View 1850s N/A Close to south-western fringe belt with railway, canal and industry nearby Dominated by industry, the railway and working class housing N/A
The Rectory 1850s Owner-occupied Close to north-eastern fringe belt Rural and residential Family home
Ashfield 1861 N/A South-western fringe belt South-western fringe belt N/A
Aireview c.1861 Owner-occupied Close to south-western fringe belt with railway nearby Dominated by industry, the railway and working class housing Family home
Clifford Terrace early 1860s Let Close to southern fringe belt with Christ Church and the railway nearby Dominated by industry, the railway and working class housing N/A
Burnside early 1860s N/A South-western fringe belt South-western fringe belt N/A
Note:  All were detached apart from Clifford Terrace which contained a pair of semi-detached houses, the only ones in a more ambitious scheme to be completed 
Sources:  Map regression, Census enumerators' books, and miscellaneous deeds  
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Annex 5.1.2 Skipton town centre from 1:2,500 Ordnance Survey, 1907 
 65
Annex 5.2   A note on house prices 
 
Very few data have been found on house prices, which is not surprising given 
the difficulties of data capture.  Even where the data exist there are problems of 
consistency arising from qualitative factors and changes in market conditions 
over short, medium and long term horizons. The following is a summary of 
some of the scattered data which have been retrieved. 
 
A new house in Bennett Street (New Town) could be purchased for £78 during 
the early-1870s1 but during the boom of 1878, six new houses of similar type 
and size to but in Russell Street (Middletown) were sold at auction for between 
£114 and £116.2  The following year, as the downturn was beginning, another 
new house, somewhat larger than these, in Westmoreland Street (Middletown), 
was sold at auction for £122 but two others were withdrawn.3  By 1883, prices 
had fallen and houses in New Town and Middletown were being auctioned for 
between £90 and £100.4  In 1880, a well situated house with bay window and 
garden in Castle View Terrace (Primrose Hill), built in 1875, was withdrawn at 
£150.5  A large middle class house in Southfield Terrace (New Town), newly 
built, was sold for £350 in 1877.6  In 1879, a large villa, Towerville, built in 1873 
on a good site in Carleton Road, was withdrawn at £3300 and, in the following 
year, a smaller villa, Aireview, in a less desirable area in Broughton Road, 
dating from c. 1860, was sold for £1225.7   
 
By the turn of the century, prices were significantly higher and in 1904 a modest 
house in Ashgrove with bay window and garden dating from 1876 was sold for 
£380.8  At about the same time two houses in Castle Street dating from 1895 
were auctioned for £236 and £237 and a middle class house in Belle Vue 
Terrace built in 1860 was withdrawn at £400 but then sold privately for £525.   
 
                                                 
1 Private communication with Geoffrey Howcroft referring to his family papers.  
2 Craven Pioneer, 5 October 1878 
3 Craven Pioneer, 2 August 1879 
4 Craven Pioneer, 17 November 1883 
5 Craven Pioneer, 8 May 1880 
6 Craven Pioneer, 17 March 1877 
7 Craven Pioneer, 5 July 1879 and 10 July 1880 
8 Craven Herald, 16 September 1904 
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Annex 5.3   The management of unsold housing stocks: case material 
 
1.  Builder as landlord by deliberate choice 
The rate books suggest that several builders anticipated a net advantage from 
this policy. In 1899-1900 Samuel Williams constructed a terrace of 11 large 
houses in Brougham Street (Middletown).  These were rapidly tenanted and 
retained by the builder until 1903, immediately following a brief recovery, when 
they were sold as a whole to another landlord.  A different approach involved 
selling parts of the holding systematically as in the case of Benjamin Kirk who 
constructed 17 houses in Clitheroe Street (Broughton Road) in 1902-04, sold a 
block of six to a private landlord immediately and a further block of six to the 
same landlord in 1910, but still retained five for himself in 1914.  In 1900, Ellison 
& Aldersley built 13 houses in Sawley Street (Broughton Road) and all were 
fully tenanted from the outset.  In 1901, eight of these were transferred to two 
partners1 in the firm, investors rather than builders, and the aim was 
undoubtedly to secure an injection of capital. The remaining five were sold to an 
external landlord.  Other builders invested in a whole street (or a significant part 
of one) for the long term, and were still holding their property in 1914, as in the 
case of Christopher Edmondson (subsequently his executors) who built seven 
houses in Dorset Street (Middletown), in 1899.  Similarly, in spite of the difficult 
market conditions, in 1903-04 J & J Smith built 28 houses in Thornton Street 
(Broughton Road), all of which they still retained in 1914.  Almost all were 
tenanted immediately and remained so.  Two further examples involved the 
adoption of the fashionable term ‘avenue’ for conventional terraces, perhaps to 
attract tenants.  Thus, in 1908 John Daggett built eight houses in Ings Avenue, 
and in 1909 Frank Moore erected 12 houses in Ruskin Avenue. 2  All except 
one of these was still retained by the relevant builder or his family in 1914.  
 
2.  Builder as an ad hoc landlord 
Ward Bros’ developments in Neville Street (1903-04)3 and Ermysted Street 
(1907-08) (Middletown) both coincided with reductions in demand associated 
with recessions in the cotton industry and the consequences for house sales  
                                                 
1 James and William Ellison, father-in-law and brother-in-law of George Aldersley, and owners 
of a large iron foundry and millwright business. 
2 The word ‘avenue’ has connotations of garden city layouts and low density housing.   
3 For some insights into the financing of Neville Street, see Chapter 4. 
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were serious, as indicated in Annexes 5.3.1 and 5.3.2.  Although much of the 
property in Neville Street had been sold by 1906, in the interim Ward Bros found 
it necessary to let a significant number of houses, while others remained empty.  
It is interesting that all but one of the empties were of an idiosyncratic design in 
which, because of the topography of the site, rear access was gained via a 
kitchen basement excavated from the hillside.  From here, the dining room was 
approached by climbing a steep and dingy staircase.4  Nonetheless, because of 
their larger aggregate floor area, these houses attracted a higher rateable 
value, and therefore a higher annual rate demand, than those of more orthodox 
design.  Two of these houses remained unsold, although let by the builder, in 
1914, eleven years after construction.  The fragile state of the housing market 
during this period is emphasised by the ability of prospective purchasers to 
discriminate thus, on the basis of a comparatively minor disadvantage.   
 
While the houses in Neville Street were of a kind favoured by the lower middle 
classes, those in Ermysted Street were intended for a working class clientele. 
Not only were they offered for sale during a prolonged trade recession, but this 
period was also characterised by the crisis in working class housing and the 
allied difficulties which were investigated by the Land Enquiry Commission (see 
section 5.2 above).  Thus, the challenge was to sell working class houses to 
owner-occupiers because landlords had deserted the market.  It is therefore not 
surprising that Ward Bros were faced with serious difficulties in disposing of 
these houses.  Two years after completion, even though the cotton industry was 
starting to recover, a half of the houses in this development were unsold and 
most of these were empty.  In 1914, almost a quarter were still unsold.  This 
situation must have been a serious distraction for the firm given that a 
considerable amount of capital was tied-up in this property.  These difficulties 
help to explain the alacrity with which the name of the street was changed to 
Ermysted Street (after one of the founders of Skipton Grammar School, which 
had occupied a site nearby until the 1870s).  The previous name was Weary 
Street, which, although recalling the name of the field in which the houses were 
built, was also subject to deliberate misrepresentation by humorists.  
                                                 
4 These houses are numbered 1 to 15.  The other houses in this terrace have a storage 
cupboard in the dining room corresponding with the position of the landing and stairs in the 
houses with basements.  
  
 
Annex 5.3.1  WARD BROS: Allocation and disposal of unsold houses in Ermysted Street, Skipton, 1908-1914, by house number 
Total houses on completion in 1908: 30
Empty in 1908: 22 
Let by builder in 1908: 0
Year Sold Let Empty
1908 1, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19, 21, 23, 25,  4, 6, 8, 20, 24, 26, 28, 30, 32, 34
1909 1, 5 7, 9, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19, 21, 23, 25,  4, 6, 8, 20, 24, 26, 28, 30, 32, 34
1910 1, 7, 9, 11, 21, 25*, 26 5 13, 15, 17, 19, 23, 4, 6, 8, 20, 24, 28, 30, 32, 34
1911 13, 4, 8, 20, 32, 34 5, 24, 28, 30 15, 17, 19, 23, 6
1912 24 5, 6, 28, 30 15, 17, 19, 23
1913 6 28, 30 5**, 15, 17, 19, 23
1914 28, 30 5**, 15, 17, 19, 23
* Still empty 1914 ** Previously let
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/5/2/1  
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Annex 5.3.2   WARD BROS: Allocation and disposal of unsold houses in 
    Neville Street, Skipton, 1903-1914, by house number 
Total houses on completion in 1904: 40
Empty: 6 (1903); 6 (1904)
Let by builder: 3 (1903); 9 (1904)
Year Sold Let Empty
1903 14, 16, 18 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 17
1904 14, 18 16, 21, 27, 29, 41, 24, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 17
1905 5, 17, 21, 29, 16, 24, 34, 38 7, 9, 11, 13, 27, 41, 26
1906 41 7, 11, 13, 27, 26 9*
1907 26 7, 13, 27 9*, 11*
1908 9, 27 7, 13 11*
1909 7, 13 11*
1910 11 7, 13
1911 7, 13
1912 7, 13
1913 7, 13
1914 7, 13
* Previously let
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/5/2/1  
 
 Table 5.1  Houses per owner for houses built between 1865 and 1900
(Excludes villas; includes owner-occupiers and landlords) Source:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/5/2/1
HOUSES BUILT BETWEEN HOUSES BUILT BETWEEN HOUSES BUILT BETWEEN 
1865 AND 1880 AS AT 1880 1880 AND 1890 AS AT 1890 1890 AND 1900 AS AT 1900
Cumulative percentage Cumulative percentage Cumulative percentage Cumulative percentage Cumulative percentage Cumulative percentage
Houses per owner of owners of houses of owners of houses of owners of houses
1 40.0 10.5 51.9 21.6 66.9 30.9
2 59.5 20.8 74.0 40.0 81.3 44.2
3 69.3 28.5 84.4 53.0 87.9 53.4
4 75.2 34.7 89.6 61.6 91.4 59.9
5 78.1 38.5 90.9 64.3 93.3 64.4
6 82.5 45.4 94.8 74.0 94.9 68.7
7 85.4 50.8 94.8 74.0 96.1 72.5
8 90.3 61.1 96.1 78.3 96.5 73.9
9 92.7 66.9 98.7 88.0 97.3 77.1
10 94.2 70.7 98.7 88.0 97.7 78.9
11 94.2 70.7 98.7 88.0 98.1 80.9
12 96.2 76.9 98.7 88.0 98.5 83.1
13 96.2 76.9 98.7 88.0 98.9 85.4
14 96.7 78.7 98.7 88.0 98.9 85.4
15 97.2 80.6 98.7 88.0 98.9 85.4
16 97.7 82.7 98.7 88.0 99.3 88.3
17 98.2 84.9 98.7 88.0 99.3 88.3
18 98.2 84.9 98.7 88.0 99.3 88.3
19 98.2 84.9 98.7 88.0 99.3 88.3
20 98.7 87.5 98.7 88.0 99.3 88.3
21 98.7 87.5 98.7 88.0 99.3 88.3
22 98.7 87.5 100.0 100.0 99.3 88.3
23 98.7 87.5 99.3 88.3
24 98.7 87.5 99.3 88.3
25 98.7 87.5 99.3 88.3
26 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
27 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
28 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
29 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
30 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
31 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
32 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
33 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
34 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
35 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
36 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
37 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
38 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
39 99.7 94.2 99.7 93.0
40 99.7 94.2 100.0 100.0
41 99.7 94.2
42 99.7 94.2
43 99.7 94.2
44 99.7 94.2
45 99.7 94.2
46 99.7 94.2
47 100.0 100.0  
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Table 5.2  Owner-occupancy of dwellings constructed between 1865 and 1914
SUMMARY
Total number of houses
(Owner-occupied and let) Percentage owner-occupied at period end Location Quotients
Constructed between 1865-1880 1880-1890 1890-1900 1900-1914 1865-1880 1880-1890 1890-1900 1900-1914 1865-1880 1880-1890 1890-1900 1900-1914
New Town 169 4 n/a n/a 18.3 n/a n/a n/a 1.29 n/a n/a n/a
Middletown 274 73 302 222 13.5 34.2 19.5 51.8 0.95 1.5 0.81 1.27
Gargrave Road 96 63 53 54 20.4 20.6 49.1 72.2 1.44 0.9 2.03 1.77
Broughton Road 76 15 83 157 10.5 0 9.6 12.7 0.74 0 0.4 0.31
Keighley Road 39 30 103 29 7.7 13.3 39.8 41.4 0.54 0.58 1.64 1.01
Primrose Hill/Raikes 67 0 0 14 10.4 n/a n/a 92.9 0.73 n/a n/a 2.28
Town Centre 60 4 17 22 8.3 25 5.9 18.2 0.59 1.1 0.24 0.45
TOTAL 781 189 558 498 14.2 22.8 24.2 40.8 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Note:  Terraced houses (whole period) and smaller villas (from 1890) only.  Excludes large villas.
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1  
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Table 5.3  Owner-occupancy of all houses built between 1865 and 1914 as at October 1914
Based on rate book for October 1914 which contains small discrepancies in coverage compared with the books for 1880, 1890 
and 1900.     Excludes large villas.
Number Percentage
Owner-occupied Total constructed Owner-occupied Owner-occupied as at 
Constructed between as at 1914 end of construction period
New Town 1865-1880 28 170 16.5 18.3
1880-1890 0 4 0 0
1890-1900 n/a n/a n/a n/a
1900-1914 n/a n/a n/a n/a
Sub-total 28 174 16.1 n/a
Middletown 1865-1880 43 276 15.6 13.5
1880-1890 18 73 24.7 34.2
1890-1900 80 303 26.4 19.5
1900-1914 115 222 51.8 n/a
Sub-total 256 874 29.3 n/a
Gargrave Road 1865-1880 22 100 22.0 20.4
1880-1890 13 63 20.6 20.6
1890-1900 20 53 37.7 49.1
1900-1914 39 54 72.2 n/a
Sub-total 94 270 34.8 n/a
Broughton Road 1865-1880 12 69 17.4 10.5
1880-1890 0 14 0 0
1890-1900 8 83 9.6 9.6
1900-1914 20 157 12.7 n/a
Sub-total 40 323 12.4 n/a
Keighley Road 1865-1880 0 25 0 7.7
1880-1890 6 30 20.0 13.3
1890-1900 37 101 36.6 39.8
1900-1914 12 29 41.3 n/a
Sub-total 55 185 29.7 n/a
Primrose Hill/Raikes 1865-1880 2 66 3.0 10.4
1880-1890 n/a n/a n/a n/a
1890-1900 n/a n/a n/a n/a
1900-1914 13 14 92.9 n/a
Sub-total 15 80 18.75 n/a
Town Centre 1865-1880 1 37 2.7 8.3
1880-1890 1 4 25.0 25.0
1890-1900 0 17 0 5.9
1900-1914 4 22 18.2 n/a
Sub-total 6 80 7.5 n/a
GRAND TOTAL 494 1986 24.9 n/a
Source:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1  
 
  
 
 
Table 5.4  Summary of pre-1865 housing as at October 1914 by morphological category
Category 1 Total Percentage of all houses Owner-occupied Percentage all owner-occupied Percentage in category Empty Percentage all empties Percentage in category
1 85 12 5 12.8 5.9 14 12.4 16.5
2 190 26.8 1 2.6 0.5 45 39.8 23.7
3 52 7.3 0 0 0 6 5.3 11.5
4 170 23.9 16 41 9.4 29 25.7 17.1
5 59 8.3 6 15.4 10.2 2 1.8 3.4
6 144 20.3 9 23.1 6.3 16 14.2 11.1
7 10 1.4 2 5.1 20 1 0.9 10
TOTAL 710 100.0 39 100.0 5.5 113 100.0 15.9
1Definition of morphological categories (see Annex 5.1)
1.  Houses in the remaining residential portions of principal town centre streets
2.  Houses built on rear plots, c.1830 to 1860
3.  Houses built along fixation lines, circa early nineteenth century
4.  Houses built by terminating building societies, c.1810 to 1830
5.  Houses built in or adjacent to break-through streets, c.1840 to 1850
6.  Houses built alongside arterial roads (existing and former) mainly before 1830
7.  Houses built near to industrial premises before c.1800
Source:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1  
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 Table 5.5  Streets with owner-occupancy above the average for all study areas at the end of each survey period
(Excludes larger villas)
Survey period Street Houses (both tenures) Owner-occupancy per cent Description
All study areas 1865-1880 781 14.2
1880-1890 189 22.8
1890-1900 558 24.2
1900-1914 498 40.8
New Town 1865-1880 Keighley Road (East) 22 36.4 Larger than average for study area; front street location; small garden
Southfield Terrace 6 100.0 Large; peripheral location; garden; not overlooked
1880-1890 n/a
1890-1900 n/a
1900-1914 n/a
Middletown 1865-1880 Romille Street 21 28.6 Landowner encourages owner-occupancy
Sackville Street 10 30.0 Front street location
1880-1890 Goschen Street 4 50.0 Not overlooked
Cromwell Street 5 40.0 Explanation not available
Upper Sackville Street 15 86.7 Anticipated front street location; labour aristocracy
1890-1900 Nelson Street 17 47.1 Bathrooms in some houses
Firth Street 15 60.0 Front street location; not overlooked; garden front and rear
Cromwell Street 7 28.6 Explanation not available
Upper Sackville Street 11 54.5 Anticipated front street location; labour aristocracy
Duckett Street 23 39.0 Bathroom in some houses
1900-1914 Brougham Street 53 56.6 Front street with garden; many larger than average with bathroom 
Devonshire Street 36 66.7 Low density with small garden; convenient for town centre
Neville Street 40 55.0 Low density with small garden; convenient for town centre
East Neville Street 12 66.7 Not overlooked; small garden; bathroom
Ward Street 22 63.6 Low density with garden; some with bathroom
Ermysted Street 30 50.0 Not overlooked to rear; some with garden to rear; collapse of rental market
Gargrave Road 1865-1880 Brewery Lane 10 20.0 Garden and not overlooked to rear 
North View Terrace 4 50.0 Large with front street location; small garden
Gargrave Road (South) 13 30.8 Front street location; small garden
Bright Street 15 40.0 Not overlooked as built; small garden
Ashgrove 10 30.0 Not overlooked as built; small garden
1880-1890 Salisbury Street 14 28.6 Large with small garden
1890-1900 West Bank Terrace 4 50.0 Very large; front street location; garden; bathroom; high status area
West Bank Road 5 100.0 Villas with garden in high status area
Granville Street 12 75.0 Not overlooked; small garden, bathroom; close to high status area
Gladstone Street 10 30.0 Small garden, bathroom; close to high status area
Bright Street 6 50.0 Small garden; close to high status area
1900-1914 Belgrave Street 9 55.6 Small garden; close to high status area
Bright Street 8 62.5 Large with small garden; bathroom; close to high status area
Park Avenue 16 81.3 Large; front street location with garden; not overlooked; close to town centre
West Bank Crescent 5 100.0 Large with small garden; bathroom; high status area
West Bank Road 8 87.5 Villas with garden in high status area
Gargrave Road (West) 8 50.0 Semi-detached; garden city style; front street; bathroom; not overlooked   
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 Table 5.5  Streets with owner-occupancy above the average for all study areas at the end of each survey period (continued)
(Excludes larger villas)
Survey period Street Houses (both tenures) Owner-occupancy per cent Description
Broughton Road 1865-1880 Cavendish Street 17 35.3 Large; front street location as built; convenient for railway
1880-1890 N/A
1890-1900 Cavendish Street 2 100.0 Urban villas; bathroom; convenient for industry and railway
1900-1914 Ings Avenue 9 55.6 Front street location; not overlooked; small garden; bathroom
(Note also Pendle Street 34 32.4) Collapse of rental market
Keighley Road 1865-1880 n/a
1880-1890 Jubilee Terrace 4 50.0 Large; front street location; garden
1890-1900 Airedale Terrace 9 88.9 Large; front street location; garden; bathroom; labour aristocracy
Church Street 15 60.0 Labour aristocracy
Highfield terrace 8 50.0 Large; front street location; small garden; bathroom
Church Field Terrace 9 77.8 Large; front street location; small garden; bathroom
Keighley Road (West) 22 27.3 Front street location; small garden; not overlooked to rear
Calton Terrace 10 40.0 Large; front street location; garden; bathroom
1900-1914 Keighley Road (West) 20 55.0 Front street location; not overlooked to rear
Primrose Hill/Raikes 1865-1880 Raikes Road (North & South) 10 30.0 Front street location; small garden; not overlooked to rear
Prospect Terrace 4 25.0 Not overlooked; garden; exceptional views
1880-1890 n/a
1890-1900 n/a
1900-1914 Raikes Road 14 92.9 Garden city style villas; bathroom; not overlooked; high status area  
Town Centre 1865-1880 Otley Road 5 40.0 Not overlooked; garden
1880-1890 n/a
1890-1900 Otley Road 2 50.0 Not overlooked; garden
1900-1914 Otley Road 6 66.7 Not overlooked; garden; bathroom
Sources:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1 and field work  
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Table 5.6   Rateable values (RV) of owner occupied and rented houses 
(Rateable Values are those prevailing in 1900) (Terraced houses include end houses and houses with shops) 
         OWNER-OCCUPIED                RENTED         OWNER-OCCUPIED                RENTED         OWNER-OCCUPIED               RENTED
1880 (n=113) (n=671) 1890 (n=47) (n=144) 1900 (n=137) (n=422)
Range of RV (£) Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage Range of RV (£) Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage Range of RV (£) Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
0-2 0 0 1 0.1 0-2 0 0 0 0 0-2 0 0 0 0
>2-4 1 0.9 26 3.9 >2-4 0 0 0 0 >2-4 1 0.7 1 0.2
>4-6 40 35.4 447 66.6 >4-6 5 10.6 44 30.6 >4-6 13 9.5 161 38.2
>6-8 30 26.5 124 18.5 >6-8 23 48.9 42 29.2 >6-8 59 43.1 176 41.7
>8-10 13 11.5 35 5.2 >8-10 9 19.1 35 24.3 >8-10 19 13.9 47 11.1
>10-12 10 8.8 16 2.4 >10-12 1 2.1 9 6.3 >10-12 16 11.7 17 4.0
>12-14 6 5.3 3 0.4 >12-14 1 2.1 0 0 >12-14 4 2.9 7 1.7
>14-16 3 2.7 2 0.3 >14-16 2 4.3 9 6.3 >14-16 7 5.1 5 1.2
>16 10 8.8 17 2.5 >16 6 12.8 5 3.5 >16 18 13.1 8 1.9
113 100.0 671 100.0 47 100.0 144 100.0 137 100.0 422 100.0
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU 2/5/1  
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Table 5.7   Summary of employment of owner-occupiers by industrial classification
Survey period ending 1880  Survey period ending 1890 Survey period ending 1900 Survey period ending 1880 as at 1900
(n=101) (n=48) (n=122) (n=102)
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
CATEGORY 1.  Professional, managerial, small business, skilled artisan
Mechanics and craft based textile occupations (1) 16 15.9 8 16.7 22 18.1 11 10.8
Other manufacturing; building trades (3) and (4) 16 15.8 5 10.4 16 13.1 8 7.8
Railway (5) 1 1.0 9 18.7 28 22.9 6 5.9
Dealing, including grocers and tailors (2) and (7) 27 26.7 11 22.9 16 13.2 22 21.6
Professional including manufacturers and managers (1) and (8) 6 5.9 4 8.2 16 13.2 14 13.7
SUB-TOTAL 66 65.3 37 76.9 98 80.5 61 59.8
CATEGORY 2.  Other
Other traders 5 5.0 1 2.1 3 2.5 3 2.9
Operative, clerical and labouring 10 9.9 1 2.1 10 8.2 13 12.7
Unclassified, retired etc 20 19.8 9 18.9 11 8.8 25 24.6
SUB-TOTAL 35 34.7 11 23.1 24 19.5 41 40.1
GRAND TOTAL 101 100.0 48 100.0 122 100.0 102 100.0
Note: The classification is an approximation to the simplified version of the Booth-Armstrong classification used in Chapter 6.
         In section 1 the numerical codes refer to this classification. 
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1 and Census of Population  
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 Table 5.8  Summary of houses let or available to let by study area and survey period
Constructed c1865 to November 1880 as at November 1880
A B C D E
Owned by owner-occupiers Owned by absentee landlord Owned by absentee landlord
Terraces by District TOTAL  living in same street (5 houses or fewer) (More than 5 houses) C/B (percent) D/B (percent) E/B (percent)
New Town 138 27 48 63 19.6 34.8 45.7
Middletown 236 35 100 101 14.8 42.4 42.8
Gargrave Road 77 6 32 39 7.8 41.6 50.6
Broughton Road 68 22 3 43 32.4 4.4 63.2
Keighley Road 36 7 6 23 19.4 16.7 63.9
Primrose Hill/Raikes 50 17 26 7 34.0 52.0 14.0
Town Centre 55 16 9 30 29.1 16.4 54.5
TOTAL 660 130 224 306 19.7 33.9 46.4
Constructed November 1880 to November 1890 as at November 1890
A B C D E
Owned by owner-occupiers Owned by absentee landlord Owned by absentee landlord
Terraces by District TOTAL  living in same street (5 houses or fewer) (More than 5 houses) C/B (percent) D/B (percent) E/B (percent)
New Town 4 0 4 0 0 100 0
Middletown 48 7 27 14 14.6 56.3 29.2
Gargrave Road 50 17 26 7 34.0 52.0 14.0
Broughton Road 15 0 0 15 0 0 100
Keighley Road 26 3 14 9 11.5 53.8 34.6
Primrose Hill/Raikes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Town Centre 3 3 0 0 100 0 0
TOTAL 146 30 71 45 20.5 48.6 30.8
Constructed November 1890 to November 1900 as at November 1900
A B C D E
Owned by owner-occupiers Owned by absentee landlord Owned by absentee landlord
Terraces TOTAL  living in same street (5 houses or fewer) (More than 5 houses) C/B (percent) D/B (percent) E/B (percent)
New Town 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Middletown 243 12 182 49 4.9 74.9 20.2
Gargrave Road 26 4 22 0 15.4 84.6 0
Broughton Road 75 3 13 59 4.0 17.3 78.7
Keighley Road 62 2 48 12 3.2 77.4 19.4
Primrose Hill/Raikes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Town Centre 16 1 0 15 6.3 0 93.8
TOTAL 422 22 265 135 5.2 62.8 32.0
Sources:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1 and Census of Population  
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Table 5.9A  Landlords owning more than five houses in a single street
Houses constructed c1865 to November 1880 as at November 1880
1.  Owner-occupiers in the same street, including own home
In alphabetical order by owner, street and employment
Owner Street Number of houses Employment Armstrong's social class
Atkiinson, Richard Westmoreland Street 8 Joiner II
Bailey, Thomas Devonshire Place 6 Plasterer II
Baxter, John S Romille Street 7 Tailor & Draper II
Gregson, Elizabeth Pembroke Street 10 Income from property II
Hird, Robert Hill Street 8 Plumber II
Hopple, William Russell Street 7 Retired farmer II
Marsden Primrose Hill 9 Grocer II
Platt, Joseph Clifford Street 7 Coach builder II
Walmesley, William Rowland Street 8 Retired boat builder II
White, Elizabeth Belmont Terrace 8 Income from property II
Wilkinson, J R Cross Street/Thanet Place 6 Not known Not known
Wilkinson, Thomas Cavendish Street 9 Retired oatcake baker II
TOTAL 93
2. Landlords not occupying a house in the same street
In alphabetical order by owner, street and employment
Owner Street Number of houses Employment Armstrong's social class
Bradley, George Rowland Street 6 Builder II
Cardus, Henry Dawson Street 8 Mechanic/wife has shop III
Cornthwaite, Robert Gladstone Street 16 Mill manager II
Cowman, Henry George Street 8 Tailor II
Craven Bank Westmoreland Street 10 Bankers n/a
Ellison, Charles Castle Street 9 Solicitor's clerk III
Fairbank, W & S Crossley Place 8 Master cloggers II
Fawcett, William George Street 10 Not known Not known
Hallam, William Hallam's Yard 12 Income from land II
Horner, James Aireview Terrace 18 Builder II
Joseph Smith & Sons Cumberland Street 6 Textile manufacturers n/a
Kendall, George Westmoreland Street 6 Solicitor I
Laycock, Mrs Bennett Street 7 Not known Not known
Mallinson, T Dawson Street 6 Builder II
Ormerod, Lawrence Pembroke Street 7 No occupation X
Platt, Joseph Ashgrove 6 Coach builder II
Pollard & Smith Keighley Road (E) 8 Tailor II
Proctor, Robert Back of the Becks 10 Not known Not known
Ridley, Henry George Street 9 Builder II
Robinson, Henry Barker's Lane 6 Coal merchant II
Robinson, J  (Exors) George Street 7 Not known Not known
Robinson, James Keighley Road (New Town) 6 Not known Not known
Robinson, Joseph Bennett Street 16 Inn keeper II
Ditto Russell Street 10 Ditto Ditto
Skipton Mill Co Union Street (Terrace) 6 Room & Power Co n/a
Ditto Cumberland Street 6 Ditto Ditto
Walton, George Keighley Road (E) 15 Textile manufacturer II
Watkinson, E Broughton Road 25 Inn keeper and farmer II
Ditto Castle View Terrace 13 Ditto Ditto
Ditto Crossley Place 9 Ditto Ditto
Wigglesworth, George B Dawson Street 6 Bread baker II
Ditto Russell Street 6 Ditto Ditto
Wilkinson, J  (Exors) Pembroke Street 9 Not known Not known
Wrigley, Edmund Hill Street 8 Hotel keeper & farmer II
TOTAL 318
Note:  Those named above also owned five or fewer new houses or owned houses in the older parts of the town as follows:
Henry Cardus:  Two houses in Keighley Road (New Town), one as owner-occupier; 
Robert Cornthwaite:  Four houses in Romille Street
Craven Bank : Two houses in Castle Street
W & S Fairbank:  This family owned property in the older parts of the town
William Fawcett:   Two houses in Rowland Street and two houses in Russell Street
James Horner:  Four houses in Union Terrace, one as owner-occupier; two houses in Cumberland Street and two 
    in Gargrave Road
Lawrence Ormerod:  One house in Keighley Road as owner-occupier
Joseph Platt: Three houses in Belgrave Street
Henry Robinson:  Two houses in Russell Street
W Walmsley: One house in Sackville Street
Emanuel Watkinson:  Also owned property in the older parts of the town
Thomas Wilkinson:     Four houses in Bennett Street and four houses in Russell Street
This supplementary list may not be comprehensive.
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Table 5.9B Landlords owning more than five houses in a single street
Houses constructed November 1880 to November 1890 as at November 1890
1.  Owner-occupiers in the same street, including own home
In alphabetical order by owner, street and employment
Owner Street Number of houses Employment Armstrong's social class
Cope, Samuel Brewery Lane 6 Grocer II
Smith, Mary Ann Duckett Street 6 Living on own means II
Wilson, Thomas Salisbury Street 7 Retired sadler II
TOTAL 19
2. Landlords not occupying a house in the same street
In alphabetical order by owner, street and employment
Owner Street Number of houses Employment Armstrong's social class
Ellison, Charles, (Exors) Castle Street 6 Formerly solicitor's clerk n/a
Platt Joseph Belgrave Street 7 Coach builder II
Ditto Greenfield View 15 Ditto Ditto
Robinson, Joseph Westmoreland Street 8 Inn keeper II
Walton, George Keighley Road (E) 9 Textile manufacturer I
TOTAL 45
Table 5.9C Landlords owning more than five houses in a single street
Houses constructed November 1890 to November 1900 as at November 1900
1.  Owner-occupiers in the same street, including own home
In alphabetical order by owner, street and employment
Owner Street Number of houses Employment Armstrong's social class
John Lowe Devonshire Street 6 Stone mason III
2. Landlords not occupying a house in the same street
In alphabetical order by owner, street and employment
Owner Street Number of houses Employment Armstrong's social class
Daggett, John Broughton Road 6 Builder II
Edmondson, Christopher Dorset Street 7 Builder II
Ellison & Aldersley Sawley Street 13 Builder II
Illingworth, William Brooklands Terrace 7 Gentleman I
Mawson, Albert Wellington Street 6 Accountant's clerk III
Nichols, Sarah Southey Street 12 Bar maid (Butcher's daughter) IV
Platt, Joseph Midland Street 25 Coach builder II
Rickards, C A Sawley Street 7 Thread manufacturer I
Ditto Walton Street 6 Ditto Ditto
Ditto Castle Street 7 Ditto Ditto
Ditto Belgrave Street 8 Ditto Ditto
Smith, James & Joseph East Castle Street 6 Builders II
T P Brown Marton Street 8 Solicitor I
Watson, Joseph Brookside 15 Estate Agent II
Williams, Samuel Brougham Street 11 Builder II
TOTAL 144
Note:  Those named above also owned five or fewer new houses as follows:
Jonathan Daggett: One house in Broughton Road
Christopher Edmondson:  Three houses in Lindley Street
Albert Mawson: One house in Granville Street as owner-occupier
Joseph Platt: One house in Keighley Road as owner-occupier
C A Rickards:  Two houses in Wellington Street, four houses in Byron Street, one house in Firth Street, two houses 
     in Granville Street, and three houses in Lindley Street.
Joseph Watson:  One house in Nelson Street
This supplementary list may not be comprehensive.
Note that discrepancies with Appendix 5.8 arise from post-dated annotations in the rate books.
Source:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1, Census of Population, and WRRD
 
 
 Table 5.10A Employment status of tenants who are heads of households in houses with rateable values in excess of £10 (1900 basis) 
Excludes heads of households who are retired or otherwise not employed.  
Roman numerals refer to social class under Armstrong's social stratification system
Constructed c1865 to November 1880 as at November 1880
Rateable value (£) Employment
NEW TOWN
West View Terrace £10/10/- to £16 Stuff manufacturer (I), mill mechanic (III) and two not employed
Prospect Villas £40 Wine & spirit merchant (II)
Whinfield £150 Cotton spinner & manufacturer (I)
GARGRAVE ROAD
Gargrave Road (South) £11 to £14/10/- Newspaper editor (I), timber merchant (II), railway signalman (III), Primitive Methodist minister (I), 
Wesleyan minister (I), warehouseman (III), dyer (III)and one not employed
North View Terrace £13 to £18/10/- Moved before Census
West Bank Villas £25 Wine & spirit merchant (II)
BROUGHTON ROAD
Belmont Terrace £18 to £22 Photographer (II), elementary school master (II), dress & costume maker (II), land agent & surveyor (II) 
and two not employed
KEIGHLEY ROAD
Belgravia Villas £20 Bank cashier (II), farmer (50 acres) (II)
TOWN CENTRE
Providence Place £11/5/- Draper (II), linen & cotton draper (II) and one not employed 
Sources: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1 and Census of Population  
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Table 5.10B Employment status of tenants who are heads of households in houses with rateable values in excess of £10 (1900 basis) 
Excludes heads of households who are retired or otherwise not employed.  
Roman numerals refer to social class under Armstrong's social stratification system
Constructed November 1880 to November 1890 as at November 1890
Rateable value (£) Employment
GARGRAVE ROAD
Peace Villas £16 Congregational minister (I)
Gargrave Road (North) £13/5/- to £25 Wesleyan minister (I), grocer (II), tailor & draper (II) and two who moved before the Census
Salisbury Street (East) £11/10/- to £22 Clerk (sewing cotton manufacturer's office office) (III), political agent (II), draper (II), hairdresser (II), 
plumber & painter (III), timber merchant & saw mill manager (II), commercial traveller (III), 
and three not employed  
KEIGHLEY ROAD 
Hothfield Terrace £16 Solicitor (I), coal merchant (II), draper (II), civil engineer (II), dental surgeon (I)
Hothfield House £21/10/- Cotton and stuff manufacturer (I)
Sources: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1 and Census of Population  
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Table 5.10C Employment status of tenants who are heads of households in houses with rateable values in excess of £10 (1900 basis) 
Excludes heads of households who are retired or otherwise not employed.  
Roman numerals refer to social class under Armstrong's social stratification system
Constructed November 1890 to November 1900 as at November 1900
Rateable value (£) Employment
MIDDLETOWN
Brougham Street £10/10/- Private waiter (III), company secretary (II), accountant to UDC (I), railway collector's clerk (sic) (III), 
architect & surveyor (I), railway engine driver (III),  painter & paper hanger (III), cotton warp dresser (III), 
one moved before Census
GARGRAVE ROAD
West Bank Terrace £40 One not employed
Salisbury Street (West) £18 to £20 Two not employed
Granville Street £10/10/- Corn miller's clerk (III)
KEIGHLEY ROAD
Calton Terrace £14 to £15 Timber merchant's manager (II), political registration agent (II), county divisional surveyor (I), 
commercial traveller (III), wholesale confectioner (II), superintendent Midland Railway way & works (II)
Brooklands Terrace £10/10/- to £15 Wine merchant's traveller (II), coloured cotton factory warehouseman (III), draper's manager (II), 
three not employed, one moved before Census 
Airedale Terrace £12 Cotton warp dresser (III)
Highfield Terrace £16 Coach builder (employer)(II), banker's clerk (III), cotton manufacturer (II) and one who moved before Census 
Church Field Terrace £17 Glass & china merchant (II) and one not employed
Sources: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1 and Census of Population  
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Table 5.11 Interest rates at Skipton & District Permanent Benefit Building Society 
(Percentages as at November of the preceding year)
Loans to borrowers Savings (non-share account) Savings (paid-up shares account)
1881 4.5 3 n/a
1882 4.5 3 n/a
1883 4.5 3 n/a
1884 4.5 3 n/a
1885 4.5 3 n/a
1886 4.5 3 n/a
1887 4 3 n/a
1888 4 3 n/a
1889 4 3 n/a
1890 4 3 n/a
1891 4 3 n/a
1892 4 3 n/a
1893 4 3 n/a
1894 n/a n/a n/a
1895 4 3 n/a
1896 4 3 n/a
1897 4 3 n/a
1898 3.75 3 n/a
1899 3.75 3 n/a
1900 3.75 3 n/a
1901 3.75 3 n/a
1902 3.75 3.5 n/a
1903 3.75 3 n/a
1904 3.75 3 n/a
1905 n/a n/a n/a
1906 4 3 3.75
1907 4 3 3.75
1908 4 3 3.75
1909 4 3.0 to 3.5 3.75
1910 4 3.0 to 3.5 3.75
1911 4 3.0 to 3.5 3.75
1912 4 3.0 to 3.5 3.75
1913 4 3.0 to 3.5 3.75
1914 4 3.0 to 3.5 3.75
1915 4 3.0 to 3.5 3.75
1916 4.25 3.25 to 3.5 n/a
Source:  Annual advertisements in the The Craven Household Almanack and Local Directory  
 
  
 
Figure 5.1 Skipton: Owner-occupancy by study area for all new houses, 1865-1914, as at 1914 
(superimposed on 1:25,000 Ordnance Survey of 1950, increased in scale) 
Source: NYCRO : DC/SKU/2/5/1 
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 Figure 5.2  All study areas: rateable values of houses built 1865 to 1880 by occupancy tenure as at 1880 
(Valuations on 1900 basis) (Owner occupied: n=113, rented: n=671)
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1
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  Figure 5.3  All study areas: rateable values of houses built 1880 to 1890 by occupancy tenure as at 1890 
(Valuations on 1900 basis) (Owner occupied: n=47, rented: n=144)
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1
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 Figure 5.4  All study areas: rateable values of houses built 1890 to 1900 by occupancy tenure as at 1900 
(Valuations on 1900 basis) (Owner occupied: n=137, rented: n=422)
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/2/5/1
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Annex 6.1  Indicators of industrial sector, social class, and place of birth 
                   used in the present study 
 
 
1.  Industrial sectors  
Armstrong’s 1972 essay contained a proposed industrial classification based on 
a detailed and systematic analysis, by Charles Booth, of occupations shown in 
printed Census reports.1  Armstrong recommended this, in a modified form, to 
give comparability between studies.  Booth’s classification consists of eleven 
major categories which Armstrong reduced to nine by combination of agriculture 
and fishing and by elimination of a residual ‘other’ category.    This version is 
referred to subsequently as the Booth-Armstrong industrial classification.  The 
nine categories are listed, together with the codes assigned by Armstrong, in 
Table 6.1.  Armstrong gave detailed listings of the components of each major 
category for all printed Censuses between 1841 and 1891, together with values 
for the number of persons covered nationally by the Censuses within each 
component.2   
 
So far as the application to Skipton is concerned, because the town displayed 
considerable industrial specialisation, there is no need for a complex and highly 
differentiated scheme of classification.  In fact the nine major categories of the 
Booth-Armstrong scheme are useful as they stand, subject to an element of 
sub-division within manufacturing and transport to contrast staple industries with 
their less extensive counterparts, and with some consolidation of activities 
which are of limited incidence and fairly high compatibility.  Accordingly, the 
factory based textile industry is distinguished from the rest of manufacturing; 
food and clothing manufacture is also shown separately from the rest of 
manufacturing because of the limited scale of individual bake houses and 
workshops (compared with mills) and the close association with retailing 
(classified elsewhere in the scheme as dealing); and railways are treated 
separately from other modes of transport on grounds of larger scale and 
contrasting function.  Meanwhile, public and professional services are combined 
with commercial services to obtain a category of significant size.   Also,  
                                                 
1W A Armstrong, ‘The use of information about occupation’ in E A Wrigley (ed), Nineteenth 
century society: essays in the use of quantitative methods for the study of social data, 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1972), pp. 226-310  
2 Ibid, pp 255-283 
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agriculture and quarrying are combined with domestic service because in the 
context of the post-1865 study areas their incidence is comparatively slight.  For 
the old town, however, domestic service is common and accounts for the 
majority of this category. 
 
In accordance with the Booth-Armstrong scheme, there is a dedicated category 
for the general labourer and other occupations which are not sector specific, but 
in addition there is an ‘unclassified’ category specifically for occupiers who are 
either not economically active or who cannot be traced.  This covers annuitants, 
widows who are not working and whose previous occupation is not known, 
unemployed with no occupation stated, and those who were not at home when 
the Census was carried out.  It might be argued that these entries should be 
ignored in an assessment of economic activity.  However, it is important to 
preserve the morphological integrity of the database and economic inactivity is 
also an important contextual element. Unemployed or otherwise inactive 
persons with a named occupation have been assigned to the sector in which 
they would normally or previously have been at work.  Occupations not found in 
Armstrong’s consolidated list have been classified by inference. 
 
Taking these factors into account, the format of the Booth-Armstrong scheme 
which has been used in the present study is as shown in Table 6.1.  The 
numerical code has been added to facilitate data processing and the numbers 
in parenthesis in the third column denote the subdivisions described above.  It 
must be emphasised that in applying the scheme, industry sector takes 
precedence over occupation per se.  Thus, an entry in the enumerators’ books 
such as ‘Clerk of Works, Midland Railway’ is assigned to category 5 (railways) 
rather than to category 4 (building and contracting).  The only exception is the 
‘general labourer’, as distinct from a labourer working in a defined sector.  
However, instances of ambiguity have also been encountered such as the 
occupation of ‘warehouseman’ which could relate to textiles, other 
manufacturing, or to dealing.  Since the former is the most likely, all unspecified 
warehousemen have been assigned to this category.  
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2. Social class 
Armstrong pointed out that there are no suitable general schemes originating in 
the nineteenth century which attempt to link the attributes of occupations to 
social class. 3    Thus, he found it necessary to adopt a twentieth century 
scheme and to apply it with modifications to nineteenth century data.  In 
particular, he selected the Registrar-General’s social classification published in 
1951.  Like most of its predecessors this organises occupational data to reflect 
perceptions of social class using five broad categories.  It should be noted that 
such schemes originated in connection with the assessment of fertility and 
mortality and that they are therefore related only indirectly to the wide ranging 
socio-historical interpretations of social class which are reflected in terms such 
as ‘working class’ and ‘middle class’.  Similarly, they do not necessarily reflect 
the nuances within working class occupations which distinguish the labour 
aristocracy.  Armstrong did not explain how the Registrar-General approached 
the assignment of the many thousands of occupations reported in the Census to 
social classes but it is highly unlikely that it was based on rigorous job 
evaluation.  The five categories are as indicated in Table 6.1.  
 
Armstrong applied this scheme to the occupational data obtained in his study of 
York.  However, he proposed certain modifications ‘upon consideration of 
individual cases’ (his italics).4  These were essentially designed to upgrade 
employers who otherwise might have shared the same class as their 
employees.  He also introduced a residual Class X to accommodate cases 
which could not be assigned on the basis of the information given in the 
Census.  Armstrong tested the scheme rigorously in his study of York and found 
that it was satisfactory but he also recognised that there were imperfections and 
acknowledged that it was not suited to all purposes.  Even so, he appealed that 
it should be adopted in historical research in the interests of comparability, on a 
supplementary basis if necessary.  The scheme attracted much comment and 
several modifications were proposed, mainly to overcome the failure of Class III  
                                                 
3 Ibid, pp. 198-214 
4 Ibid, pp 210-211  
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to discriminate adequately.5  However, it is used here in its original form.  
Dennis’s caveat that ‘none of these classifications tell us anything about social 
relationships’ should be borne in mind, although it is as much an inherent 
criticism of the Census data as of the use to which it has been put. 6 
  
In applying the scheme to the present study, it has proved helpful to rely on the 
appendix of occupational terms which is given in Armstrong’s essay.7  Not only 
has this been more expedient than referring directly to the Registrar-General’s 
lists, it also has the advantage of showing assignments of occupations to 
classes with Armstrong’s proposed modifications already included.  However, 
Armstrong’s listings for York omit a good many occupations which were found in 
Skipton and these have been assigned mainly by inference from Armstrong’s 
listings.  They include textile, railway and agricultural occupations.8  Apart from 
the textile occupations, most of which survived into the mid-twentieth century 
and are therefore well understood, the number of persons working in each of 
the omitted occupations was small.   
 
As in previous studies by other investigators a weakness of the scheme is the 
failure of Class III to discriminate adequately, in this case in regard particularly 
to the labour aristocracy.  The occupation of weaving overlooker, which 
understandably is not mentioned in the York listings, is a case in point. In cotton 
weaving, overlookers were essentially skilled technicians with responsibility for 
mechanical maintenance of looms and the installation of new warps.  Their 
collective skill and effort was a major determinant of the technical efficiency of a  
                                                 
5 See A Dingsdale, Yorkshire mill town: a study of the spatial patterns and processes of urban-
industrial growth and the evolution of the spatial structure of Halifax, (Unpublished PhD Thesis, 
Leeds University, 1974), pp. 330-339; S A Royale, ‘Social stratification from early Census 
returns: a new approach’, Area, 9, (1977), pp. 215-219; W A Armstrong, ‘The Census 
enumerators’ books: a commentary’ in R Lawton (ed), The Census and social structure: an 
interpretative guide to nineteenth century censuses for England and Wales, (London: Frank 
Cass, 1978), pp. 54-57; D Mills and J Mills, ‘Occupation and social stratification revisited: the 
Census enumerators’ books of Victorian Britain’, Urban History Yearbook, (Leicester: Leicester 
University Press, 1989), pp. 63-77.  See also the further debate in Area, 10, (1978), pp. 126-
129.  
6R J Dennis, English industrial cities of the nineteenth century, (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 1984), p. 191 
7Armstrong, ‘The use of information about occupation’ in E A Wrigley (ed), Nineteenth century 
society, pp. 215-223 
8 It is curious that some of the railway occupations found in Skipton were not also found in York.  
Possibly Armstrong was selective in compiling his appendix or it is just possible that they were 
omitted by chance under his sampling scheme.  A similar comment is appropriate to various 
occupations in coach building and in the printing trade. 
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weaving installation and, under the prevailing piece-work arrangements, it was 
also a major determinant of weavers’ wages as well as their own wages.9  In 
some localities, overlookers also exercised a formal supervisory role and may 
even have been entrusted with the recruitment of labour.  Under the room-and-
power system (see Chapter 8), former overlookers were one of the key 
occupational groups responsible for the formation of new businesses in cotton 
manufacturing, although it must be recognised that only a small minority 
reached this stage.10  However, because the weaving overlooker was not an 
employer, he does not automatically qualify as Class II.  On the other hand, a 
calico weaver is assigned by Armstrong to Class III.  Even allowing for the fact 
that in York in 1841 and 1851 the calico weaver may still have been a skilled 
handloom operative rather than amongst the least skilled of power loom 
weavers, it would be highly anomalous to place the weaving overlooker in the 
same category.  Accordingly, for purposes of the present study the weaving 
overlooker is judged to be Class II and this is an important and influential 
decision given the relatively high incidence of the occupation in Skipton.  The 
same view is taken of managerial roles other than those performed by 
employers, including foreman coach builders and foreman printers, although the 
consequence in these cases is more limited because of their much lower 
incidence. 
 
Whereas the cases above have been dealt with, quite legitimately, on a 
discretionary basis, the occupation of railway engine driver is more difficult 
because it does appear in the York listings where it is assigned to Class III.  
However, this does not recognise the objectively defined position of the engine 
driver at the top of the hierarchy of railway wages.11  Nor does it reflect the 
considerable skill and responsibility exercised by the higher grades by which, no 
doubt, the high wages were justified. Nationally, the setting up of the  
                                                 
9 See K C Jackson, ‘The determinants of the cotton weaver’s wage in Britain between the wars: 
principles, criticisms and case studies’, Textile History, 39, 1, (2008), pp. 45-69 and A Fowler, 
Lancashire cotton operatives and work, 1900-1950: A social history of Lancashire cotton 
operatives in the twentieth century, (Aldershot: Ashgate Publishing, 2003), pp. 24-26, 177 
10 See K C Jackson, ‘Enterprise in some working class communities: cotton manufacturing in 
north-east Lancashire and West Craven c1880 to 1914’, Textile History, 37, 1, (2006), pp. 52-
81.   
11 General report on the wages of the manual labour classes in the United Kingdom with tables 
of average rates of wages and hours of labour of persons employed in the several principal 
trades in 1886 and 1891, Command 6889 (1893), Parliamentary Papers LXXXIII, Part II, 
Session 1893-94.  
 94
Amalgamated Society of Locomotive Engineers and Firemen (ASLEF) in 1879 
as a militant alternative to the Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants 
emphasised the craft-based elitism of the drivers.12  Locally, in Skipton, the 
fairly high incidence of engine drivers amongst owner-occupiers during the late-
nineteenth century helps to place them firmly within the labour aristocracy.  On 
a comparative basis, the railway guard would appear to have exercised less 
skill and to have assumed less de facto responsibility, although nominally he 
was in charge of the train.  He certainly earned a good deal less, yet is assigned 
to the same class as the driver.  For these reasons an assignment to Class II 
would be in order for engine drivers, at least so far as the higher grades are 
concerned, were it not for the fact that this would conflict with the need for 
comparability.  Class III has therefore been retained for engine drivers.   
 
Finally, there are some problems of interpretation.  Some of these arise from 
the different industrial and commercial contexts of York and Skipton.  The 
occupation of warehouseman is an example.  In York the balance of probability 
is that the role was most commonly associated with the retail trade.  In Skipton, 
it is more likely to have referred to work in a textile mill.  In terms of 
classification, however, this is not a serious problem because Armstrong uses 
Class III for York and this would also be appropriate for the more senior 
employees in a yarn or cloth warehouse in Skipton.  There is also the position of 
joiners and other tradesmen in that before 1901 their status as employee, self-
employed or employer is not always clearly stated in the enumerators’ books.  
In the present study Class III is used unless there is some clear indication that 
they were employers.  The existence of a wide range of skill, responsibility, and 
experience within virtually all occupations is a further source of ambiguity which 
should be recognised even though it cannot realistically be accommodated 
within the scheme.   
 
3.  Place of birth  
In the present study, attention is given to the geographical mobility of heads of 
households, in so far as it can reasonably be assessed.  This interest arises 
from Vance’s work which suggested that the mobility of families in the  
                                                 
12 G Revill, ‘Railway labour and the geography of collective bargaining: the Midland Railway 
strikes of 1879 and 1887’, Journal of Historical Geography, 31, (2005), pp. 27 
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nineteenth century was determined more by the employment priorities of the 
head than those of other family members.13  Accordingly, place of birth has 
been recorded for heads of households.   
 
There appear to have been no proposals for standardising the distances 
between the place being studied and the places of birth of the heads of 
households and, indeed it would be unhelpful to deny flexibility in determining 
how the relevant distance categories should be determined.  There is no virtue 
in differentiating too finely and there is no particular advantage in using an equal 
interval scale of distance as distinct from a system based on county boundaries.  
Schemes which load the majority of cases into a minority of categories should 
be avoided in favour of those offering a more uniform distribution.  With all of 
this in mind, and after careful examination of the enumerator’s books for 1881 
the scheme shown in Table 6.1 has been adopted.    
 
County boundaries are defined on a pre-1974 basis to correspond with usage in 
the Censuses and linear distances are used even though topography and other 
factors might dictate a greater distance by road or rail.  The cut-off of 10 km 
from Skipton is sufficient to embrace a good many small rural settlements in the 
immediate hinterland, while avoiding the confusion which would arise from a 
partial inclusion of the industrial conurbations to the south and west.  It is 
recognised that Yorkshire (beyond the 10 km limit) and Lancashire contained a 
very varied pattern of settlement with both isolated rural locations and heavily 
populated urban areas.  However, more detailed ad hoc breakdowns were 
possible by returning to the database.  This was also the case for the ‘other 
counties or countries’ category.   
 
In the absence of a more discriminating alternative, place of birth (POB) is often 
used in studies concerned with in-migration.  The main disadvantages are that a 
considerable time may have elapsed since individuals last lived in their birth 
places and that several intermediate changes may have occurred since then.  A 
supplementary indicator, the Apparent Most Recent previous Place of  
                                                 
13 J E Vance, ‘Housing the worker: determinative and contingent ties in nineteenth century 
Birmingham’, Economic Geography, 43, 2, (1967), pp. 95-127  
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Residence (AMRPR) has therefore been adopted in a limited way in this study.  
Although still only a crude indicator, it may be superior to place of birth in that it 
expresses the most recently recorded previous place of residence (even though 
it may not be very recent) by reference to the ages and places of birth of the 
head’s children.  It therefore updates the place of birth indicator for the head but 
only if the head has children and they are still living at home.  Otherwise 
AMRPR corresponds to place of birth.  In fact, in the context of the scale of 
distances described above, the differences in the results for the two indicators 
are fairly small.  
 
Finally, it is helpful to have some indication of the minimum number of years 
that each head of household has been living in the town.  This has been 
estimated by taking the earliest entry mentioning Skipton for the head or for one 
of his children, which gives a run of continuous residence up to the Census year 
currently being considered.  Earlier periods of residence in Skipton followed by 
a move elsewhere are ignored.  Where there is no entry for Skipton, it is 
assumed that residence was taken up recently although it is recognised that in 
some cases the individual may have lived in the town for many years, but 
without any life-cycle changes warranting an indication of place of birth in the 
Census.  The indicator is referred to as the Estimated Minimum Years of 
Continuous Residence in Skipton (EMYCRS) and again, only limited use is 
made of it in this study.  It is at its least reliable for older families where there 
are no entries for children and their places of birth because the children have 
left home.  Otherwise it is helpful provided that the limitations are recognised. 
 
 
   
 
 Table 6.1
Booth-Armstrong industrial classification  Booth-Armstrong industrial classification (adapted form)
Code Name Code Name Classification
AG Agriculture and fishing 1 Textiles MF (1)
M Mining and quarrying 2 Tailors/shoemakers/bakers MF (2)
B Building and contracting 3 Other manufacturing MF (3)
MF Manufacture 4 Building & contracting B
T Transport 5 Railways T (1)
D Dealing 6 Other transport T (2)
IS (1) Industrial service (commercial) 7 Dealing D
IS (2) Industrial service (general and unspecified labour) 8 Commercial & professional services IS (1). PP
PP Public service and professional 9 Classified but not shown above AG, M, DS
DS Domestic service 10 General labourer IS (2)
11 Unclassified N/A  
 
Table 6.1 (continued)
Armstrong's social classes Place of birth categories
Class I Professional etc. occupations Code Place of birth
Class II Intermediate occupations
Class III Skilled occupations 1    Skipton 
Class IV Partly skilled occupations 2    Within 10 km of Skipton
Class V Unskilled occupations Elsewhere:
3    Yorkshire
4    Lancashire
5    Other counties or countries
0    Unclassified  
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Table 6.2A  Skipton 1881: Whole town total population
Number Percent
Pre-1865 houses 5428* 59.7
Post-1865 houses 3663 40.3
TOTAL 9091 100.0
Post-1865 houses by study area:
New Town 788 21.5
Middletown 1311 35.8
Gargrave Road 493 13.5
Broughton Road 370 10.1
Keighley Road 162 4.4
Primrose Hill 280 7.6
Town Centre 259 7.1
TOTAL 3663 100.0
Total population in 1871 6078
*Note:  Difference between the total given in the printed Census 
           report and the totals for post-1865 houses derived from 
           the enumerators' books   
 
 
 
 99
 
 
Table 6.2B   Skipton 1881:  Whole town working population
Working population grand totals
Industrial Sector Social Class
Sector Number Percent Class Number Percent
1 1434 37.0 I 34 0.9
2 277 7.1 II 543 14.0
3 331 8.5 III 1801 46.4
4 229 5.9 IV 903 23.3
5 208 5.4 V 446 11.5
6 71 1.8 X 153 3.9
7 373 9.6 Total 3880 100.0
8 139 3.6
9 439 11.3
10 189 4.9
11 190 4.9
Total 3880 100.0
Head of Household
Industrial Sector Social Class Place of Birth
Sector Number Percent Class Number Percent Number Percent
1 302 18.1 I 28 1.7 1 516 30.9
2 132 7.9 II 435 26 2 267 16.0
3 188 11.2 III 604 36.1 3 444 26.6
4 135 8.1 IV 195 11.7 4 99 5.9
5 124 7.4 V 270 16.1 5 313 18.7
6 47 2.8 X 140 8.4 10 33 2.0
7 231 13.8 Total 1672 100 Total 1672 100.0
8 69 4.1
9 167 10.0
10 115 6.9
11 162 9.7
Total 1672 100.0
Economically active members of households other than heads
Industrial Sector Social Class
Sector Number Percent Class Number Percent
1 1132 51.3 I 6 0.3
2 145 6.6 II 108 4.9
3 143 6.5 III 1197 54.2
4 94 4.3 IV 708 32.1
5 84 3.8 V 176 8
6 24 1.1 X 13 0.6
7 142 6.4 Total 2208 100
8 70 3.2
9 272 12.3
10 74 3.4
11 28 1.3
Total 2208 100  
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Table 6.3A  Skipton 1881:  Working population totals for pre-1865 houses
Industrial Sector: Heads and other EA members of households 
Heads Male & Female EA TOTAL
Sector Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
1 152 16.3 555 43.4 707 31.9
2 73 7.8 90 7 163 7.4
3 110 11.8 103 8.1 213 9.6
4 62 6.6 53 4.1 115 5.2
5 23 2.5 22 1.7 45 2.0
6 30 3.2 14 1.1 44 2.0
7 153 16.4 103 8.1 256 11.6
8 44 4.7 40 3.1 84 3.8
9 120 12.8 220 17.2 340 15.4
10 83 8.9 54 4.2 137 6.2
11 84 9 25 2 109 4.9
Total 934 100 1279 100 2213 100.0
Social Class: Heads and other EA members of households  
Heads Male & Female EA TOTAL
Class Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
I 18 1.9 6 0.5 24 1.1
II 250 26.8 57 4.5 307 13.9
III 292 31.3 648 50.7 940 42.5
IV 116 12.4 447 34.9 563 25.4
V 180 19.3 108 8.4 288 13.0
X 78 8.4 13 1 91 4.1
Total 934 100 1279 100 2213 100.0
Place of Birth:  Heads of households only 
POB Number Percent
1 340 36.4
2 127 13.6
3 235 25.2
4 60 6.4
5 151 16.2
10 21 2.2
Total 934 100  
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Table 6.3B  Skipton 1881:  Heads of households of pre-1865 houses by morphological category
SOCIAL CLASS
Numbers
Class TB FL IP PS AR RP BS TOTAL
I 0 0 0 13 2 0 3 18
II 19 12 4 143 26 24 22 250
III 86 19 6 35 44 82 20 292
IV 30 19 0 9 17 35 6 116
V 59 10 0 19 38 50 4 180
X 14 7 1 14 11 26 5 78
Total 208 67 11 233 138 217 60 934
Percentages
Class TB FL IP PS AR RP BS TOTAL
I 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.6 1.4 0.0 5.0 1.9
II 9.1 17.9 36.4 61.4 18.8 11.1 36.7 26.8
III 41.3 28.4 54.5 15.0 31.9 37.8 33.3 31.3
IV 14.4 28.4 0.0 3.9 12.3 16.1 10.0 12.4
V 28.4 14.9 0.0 8.2 27.5 23.0 6.7 19.3
X 6.7 10.4 9.1 6.0 8.0 12.0 8.3 8.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
KEY (See Annex 5.1 for further details)
TB = Terminating Building Society
FL = Fixation Lines
IP = Industrial Premises
PS = Principal Streets
AR = Arterial Roads
RP = Rear Plots
BS = Break through street  
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Table 6.3C  Skipton 1881:  Other EA occupiers of pre-1865 houses by morphological category
EA members of households other than head
INDUSTRIAL SECTOR
Numbers
Sector TB FL IP PS AR RP BS TOTAL
1 185 40 9 77 76 151 17 555
2 5 7 2 44 13 19 0 90
3 18 7 1 23 13 18 23 103
4 18 1 1 10 9 10 4 53
5 3 2 0 8 2 5 2 22
6 2 2 0 0 4 5 1 14
7 13 1 0 59 6 13 11 103
8 0 1 0 21 4 4 10 40
9 16 7 0 145 11 24 17 220
10 37 0 0 5 5 5 2 54
11 2 1 0 14 2 0 6 25
Total 299 69 13 406 145 254 93 1279
Percentages
Sector TB FL IP PS AR RP BS TOTAL
1 61.9 58.0 69.2 19.0 52.4 59.4 18.3 43.4
2 1.7 10.1 15.4 10.8 9.0 7.5 0.0 7.0
3 6.0 10.1 7.7 5.7 9.0 7.1 24.7 8.1
4 6.0 1.4 7.7 2.5 6.2 3.9 4.3 4.1
5 1.0 2.9 0.0 2.0 1.4 2.0 2.2 1.7
6 0.7 2.9 0.0 0.0 2.8 2.0 1.1 1.1
7 4.3 1.4 0.0 14.5 4.1 5.1 11.8 8.1
8 0.0 1.4 0.0 5.2 2.8 1.6 10.8 3.1
9 5.4 10.1 0.0 35.7 7.6 9.4 18.3 17.2
10 12.4 0.0 0.0 1.2 3.4 2.0 2.2 4.2
11 0.7 1.4 0.0 3.4 1.4 0.0 6.5 2.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  
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Table 6.4A  Skipton 1881:  Working population totals for post-1865 houses
Industrial Sector: Heads and other EA members of households
Heads Male & Female EA TOTAL
Sector Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
1 150 20.3 577 62.1 727 43.6
2 59 8 55 5.9 114 6.8
3 78 10.6 40 4.3 118 7.1
4 73 9.9 41 4.4 114 6.8
5 101 13.7 62 6.7 163 9.8
6 17 2.3 10 1.1 27 1.6
7 78 10.6 39 4.2 117 7.0
8 25 3.4 30 3.2 55 3.3
9 47 6.4 52 5.6 99 5.9
10 32 4.3 20 2.2 52 3.1
11 78 10.6 3 0.3 81 4.9
Total 738 100 929 100 1667 100
Social Class: Heads and other EA members of households 
Heads Male & Female EA TOTAL
Class Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
I 10 1.4 0 0 10 0.6
II 185 25.1 51 5.5 236 14.2
III 312 42.3 549 59.1 861 51.6
IV 79 10.7 261 28.1 340 20.4
V 90 12.2 68 7.3 158 9.5
X 62 8.4 0 0 62 3.7
Total 738 100 929 100 1667 100
Place of Birth:  Heads of households only 
Number Percent
1 176 23.8
2 140 19.0
3 209 28.3
4 39 5.3
5 162 22.0
10 12 1.6
Total 738 100.0  
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Table 6.4B  Skipton 1881:  Other EA occupiers of post-1865 houses by gender
Industrial sector: EA members of households other than head by gender
Male & Female EA Male EA Female EA
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
1 577 62.1 170 39.6 407 81.4
2 55 5.9 14 3.3 41 8.2
3 40 4.3 40 9.3 0 0.0
4 41 4.4 41 9.6 0 0.0
5 62 6.7 62 14.5 0 0.0
6 10 1.1 10 2.3 0 0.0
7 39 4.2 33 7.7 6 1.2
8 30 3.2 20 4.7 10 2.0
9 52 5.6 18 4.2 34 6.8
10 20 2.2 20 4.7 0 0.0
11 3 0.3 1 0.2 2 0.4
Total 929 100.0 429 100.0 500 100.0
Social class: EA members of households other than head by gender
Male & Female EA Male EA Female EA
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
I 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
II 51 5.5 41 9.5 12 2.4
III 549 59.1 231 53.7 317 63.5
IV 261 28.1 95 22.1 165 33.1
V 68 7.3 63 14.7 5 1.0
X 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total 929 100.0 430 100.0 499 100.0  
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Table 6.4C  Skipton 1881:  Working population of post-1865 houses by study area 
 INDUSTRIAL SECTOR
Heads of households: Number in each study area
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 41 46 23 6 15 12 7 150
2 12 24 9 4 1 5 4 59
3 18 27 15 3 4 6 5 78
4 20 29 2 6 4 5 7 73
5 23 31 8 30 2 3 4 101
6 4 9 0 1 0 1 2 17
7 14 31 8 7 3 11 4 78
8 6 2 9 6 1 1 0 25
9 9 15 5 4 1 4 9 47
10 4 13 6 4 1 2 2 32
11 13 29 12 5 5 9 5 78
Total 164 256 97 76 37 59 49 738
Heads of households: Percentage distribution across all study areas
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 27.3 30.7 15.3 4.0 10.0 8.0 4.7 100.0
2 20.3 40.7 15.3 6.8 1.7 8.5 6.8 100.0
3 23.1 34.6 19.2 3.8 5.1 7.7 6.4 100.0
4 27.4 39.7 2.7 8.2 5.5 6.8 9.6 100.0
5 22.8 30.7 7.9 29.7 2.0 3.0 4.0 100.0
6 23.5 52.9 0.0 5.9 0.0 5.9 11.8 100.0
7 17.9 39.7 10.3 9.0 3.8 14.1 5.1 100.0
8 24.0 8.0 36.0 24.0 4.0 4.0 0.0 100.0
9 19.1 31.9 10.6 8.5 2.1 8.5 19.1 100.0
10 12.5 40.6 18.8 12.5 3.1 6.3 6.3 100.0
11 16.7 37.2 15.4 6.4 6.4 11.5 6.4 100.0
Total 22.2 34.7 13.1 10.3 5.0 8.0 6.6 100.0
Heads of households: Percentage distribution within each study area
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 25.0 18.0 23.7 7.9 40.5 20.3 14.3 20.3
2 7.3 9.4 9.3 5.3 2.7 8.5 8.2 8.0
3 11.0 10.5 15.5 3.9 10.8 10.2 10.2 10.6
4 12.2 11.3 2.1 7.9 10.8 8.5 14.3 9.9
5 14.0 12.1 8.2 39.5 5.4 5.1 8.2 13.7
6 2.4 3.5 0.0 1.3 0.0 1.7 4.1 2.3
7 8.5 12.1 8.2 9.2 8.1 18.6 8.2 10.6
8 3.7 0.8 9.3 7.9 2.7 1.7 0.0 3.4
9 5.5 5.9 5.2 5.3 2.7 6.8 18.4 6.4
10 2.4 5.1 6.2 5.3 2.7 3.4 4.1 4.3
11 7.9 11.3 12.4 6.6 13.5 15.3 10.2 10.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Heads of households: Location Quotients
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC
1 1.2 0.9 1.2 0.4 2.0 1.0 0.7
2 0.9 1.2 1.2 0.7 0.3 1.1 1.0
3 1.0 1.0 1.5 0.4 1.0 1.0 1.0
4 1.2 1.1 0.2 0.8 1.1 0.9 1.4
5 1.0 0.9 0.6 2.9 0.4 0.4 0.6
6 1.0 1.5 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.7 1.8
7 0.8 1.1 0.8 0.9 0.8 1.8 0.8
8 1.1 0.2 2.7 2.3 0.8 0.5 0.0
9 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.4 1.1 2.9
10 0.6 1.2 1.4 1.2 0.6 0.8 0.9
11 0.7 1.1 1.2 0.6 1.3 1.4 1.0
(n=164) (n=256) (n=97) (n=76) (n=37) (n=59) (n=49)
KEY NT:  New Town
MT:  Middletown
GR:  Gargrave Road
BR:  Broughton Road
KR:  Keighley Road
PH:  Primrose Hill
TC:  Town Centre and Otley Road  
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Table 6.4C  Skipton 1881:  Working population of post-1865 houses by study area 
       (continued) 
INDUSTRIAL SECTOR
EA members of households other than head: Number in each study area
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 131 184 98 37 36 41 50 577
2 6 21 11 7 1 4 5 55
3 13 14 5 2 1 2 3 40
4 6 9 7 6 3 4 6 41
5 13 23 6 12 4 3 1 62
6 2 6 2 0 0 0 0 10
7 11 10 7 2 2 5 2 39
8 3 6 6 6 0 7 2 30
9 14 9 12 7 1 3 6 52
10 2 11 5 0 1 0 1 20
11 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 3
Total 201 293 160 79 49 71 76 929
EA members of households other than head: Percentage distribution across all study areas
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 22.7 31.9 17.0 6.4 6.2 7.1 8.7 100.0
2 10.9 38.2 20.0 12.7 1.8 7.3 9.1 100.0
3 32.5 35.0 12.5 5.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 100.0
4 14.6 22.0 17.1 14.6 7.3 9.8 14.6 100.0
5 21.0 37.1 9.7 19.4 6.5 4.8 1.6 100.0
6 20.0 60.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
7 28.2 25.6 17.9 5.1 5.1 12.8 5.1 100.0
8 10.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 0.0 23.3 6.7 100.0
9 26.9 17.3 23.1 13.5 1.9 5.8 11.5 100.0
10 10.0 55.0 25.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 100.0
11 0.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 66.7 0.0 100.0
Total 21.6 31.5 17.2 8.5 5.3 7.6 8.2 100.0
EA members of households other than head: Percentage distribution within each study area
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 65.2 62.8 61.3 46.8 73.5 57.7 65.8 62.1
2 3 7.2 6.9 8.9 2 5.6 6.6 5.9
3 6.5 4.8 3.1 2.5 2 2.8 3.9 4.3
4 3 3.1 4.4 7.6 6.1 5.6 7.9 4.4
5 6.5 7.8 3.8 15.2 8.2 4.2 1.3 6.7
6 1 2 1.3 0 0 0 0 1.1
7 5.5 3.4 4.4 2.5 4.1 7 2.6 4.2
8 1.5 2 3.8 7.6 0 9.9 2.6 3.2
9 7 3.1 7.5 8.9 2 4.2 7.9 5.6
10 1 3.8 3.1 0 2 0 1.3 2.2
11 0 0 0.6 0 0 2.8 0 0.3
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.0
EA members of households other than head: Location Quotients
Sector NT MT GR BR KR PH TC
1 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.8 1.2 0.9 1.1
2 0.5 1.2 1.2 1.5 0.3 0.9 1.1
3 1.5 1.1 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.9
4 0.7 0.7 1.0 1.7 1.4 1.3 1.8
5 1.0 1.2 0.6 2.3 1.2 0.6 0.2
6 0.9 1.9 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7 1.3 0.8 1.0 0.6 1.0 1.7 0.6
8 0.5 0.6 1.2 2.4 0.0 3.1 0.8
9 1.3 0.6 1.3 1.6 0.4 0.8 1.4
10 0.5 1.8 1.4 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.6
11 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.0 0.0 8.7 0.0
(n=201) (n=293) (n=160) (n=79) (n=49) (n=71) (n=76)  
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Table 6.4D  Skipton 1881:  Working population of post-1865 houses by study area 
SOCIAL CLASS
Heads of households: Number in each study area
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
I 2 2 3 3 0 0 0 10
II 39 59 25 26 9 19 8 185
III 79 107 41 26 19 24 16 312
IV 20 30 5 9 2 8 5 79
V 12 32 12 10 4 5 15 90
X 12 26 11 2 3 3 5 62
Total 164 256 97 76 37 59 49 738
Heads of households: Percentage distribution across all study areas
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
I 20.0 20.0 30.0 30.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
II 21.1 31.9 13.5 14.1 4.9 10.3 4.3 100.0
III 25.3 34.3 13.1 8.3 6.1 7.7 5.1 100.0
IV 25.3 38.0 6.3 11.4 2.5 10.1 6.3 100.0
V 13.3 35.6 13.3 11.1 4.4 5.6 16.7 100.0
X 19.4 41.9 17.7 3.2 4.8 4.8 8.1 100.0
Total 22.2 34.7 13.1 10.3 5.0 8.0 6.6 100.0
Heads of households: Percentage distribution within each study area
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
I 1.2 0.8 3.1 3.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4
II 23.8 23 25.8 34.2 24.3 32.2 16.3 25.1
III 48.2 41.8 42.3 34.2 51.4 40.7 32.7 42.3
IV 12.2 11.7 5.2 11.8 5.4 13.6 10.2 10.7
V 7.3 12.5 12.4 13.2 10.8 8.5 30.6 12.2
X 7.3 10.2 11.3 2.6 8.1 5.1 10.2 8.4
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.0
Heads of households: Location Quotients
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC
I 0.9 0.6 2.3 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0
II 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.4 1.0 1.3 0.7
III 1.1 1.0 1.0 0.8 1.2 1.0 0.8
IV 1.1 1.1 0.5 1.1 0.5 1.3 1.0
V 0.6 1.0 1.0 1.1 0.9 0.7 2.5
X 0.9 1.2 1.3 0.3 1.0 0.6 1.2
(n=164) (n=256) (n=97) (n=76) (n=37) (n=59) (n=49)  
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Table 6.4D Skipton 1881:  Working population of post-1865 houses by study area (continued) 
SOCIAL CLASS
EA members of households other than head: Number in each study area
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
II 9 12 7 6 3 11 3 51
III 136 169 91 44 33 33 43 549
IV 47 83 51 22 8 25 25 261
V 9 29 11 7 5 2 5 68
X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 201 293 160 79 49 71 76 929
EA members of households other than head: Percentage distribution across all study areas
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
II 17.6 23.5 13.7 11.8 5.9 21.6 5.9 100.0
III 24.8 30.8 16.6 8.0 6.0 6.0 7.8 100.0
IV 18.0 31.8 19.5 8.4 3.1 9.6 9.6 100.0
V 13.2 42.6 16.2 10.3 7.4 2.9 7.4 100.0
X 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 21.6 31.5 17.2 8.5 5.3 7.6 8.2 100.0
EA members of households other than head: Percentage distribution within each study area
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
II 4.5 4.1 4.4 7.6 6.1 15.5 3.9 5.5
III 67.7 57.7 56.9 55.7 67.3 46.5 56.6 59.1
IV 23.4 28.3 31.9 27.8 16.3 35.2 32.9 28.1
V 4.5 9.9 6.9 8.9 10.2 2.8 6.6 7.3
X 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.0
EA members of households other than head: Location Quotients
Class NT MT GR BR KR PH TC
I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
II 0.8 0.7 0.8 1.4 1.1 2.8 0.7
III 1.1 1.0 1.0 0.9 1.1 0.8 1.0
IV 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.0 0.6 1.3 1.2
V 0.6 1.4 0.9 1.2 1.4 0.4 0.9
X 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(n=201) (n=293) (n=160) (n=79) (n=49) (n=71) (n=76)  
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Table 6.4E  Skipton 1881:  Working population of post-1865 houses by study area 
PLACE OF BIRTH
Heads of households: Number in each study area
POB NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 51 55 20 11 13 15 11 176
2 32 51 12 13 8 13 11 140
3 40 75 31 20 11 19 13 209
4 9 15 7 3 0 3 2 39
5 31 51 25 29 5 9 12 162
10 1 9 2 0 0 0 0 12
Total 164 256 97 76 37 59 49 738
Heads of households: Percentage distribution across all study areas
POB NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 29.0 31.3 11.4 6.3 7.4 8.5 6.3 100.0
2 22.9 36.4 8.6 9.3 5.7 9.3 7.9 100.0
3 19.1 35.9 14.8 9.6 5.3 9.1 6.2 100.0
4 23.1 38.5 17.9 7.7 0.0 7.7 5.1 100.0
5 19.1 31.5 15.4 17.9 3.1 5.6 7.4 100.0
10 8.3 75.0 16.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Total 22.2 34.7 13.1 10.3 5.0 8.0 6.6 100.0
Heads of households: Percentage distribution within each study area
POB NT MT GR BR KR PH TC TOTAL
1 31.1 21.5 20.6 14.5 35.1 25.4 22.4 23.8
2 19.5 19.9 12.4 17.1 21.6 22 22.4 19.0
3 24.4 29.3 32 26.3 29.7 32.2 26.5 28.3
4 5.5 5.9 7.2 3.9 0 5.1 4.1 5.3
5 18.9 19.9 25.8 38.2 13.5 15.3 24.5 22.0
10 0.6 3.5 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.0
Heads of households: Location Quotients
POB NT MT GR BR KR PH TC
1 1.3 0.9 0.9 0.6 1.5 1.1 0.9
2 1.0 1.0 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.2 1.2
3 0.9 1.0 1.1 0.9 1.0 1.1 0.9
4 1.0 1.1 1.4 0.7 0.0 1.0 0.8
5 0.9 0.9 1.2 1.7 0.6 0.7 1.1
10 0.4 2.2 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(n=164) (n=256) (n=97) (n=76) (n=37) (n=59) (n=49)  
 
 Table 6.5 Principal places of work in Skipton, 1881
Study District Built Business Proprietor Occupier Employees
Textiles
Union Shed New Town 1867-76 Room and power facility Skipton Mill Co. Ltd.
Cotton and worsted weaving Joseph Smith & Sons 100
Cotton and worsted weaving Smith Hartley 26
Cotton and worsted weaving Others N/A
Firth Mill Middletown 1878 Cotton and worsted weaving Samuel Farey Samuel Farey 131
Alexandra Mill Keighley Road 1878 Worsted weaving George Walton George Walton N/A
Belle Vue Mills Broughton Road* 1829 onwards Cotton spinning and weaving; sewing thread production J B & T H Dewhurst J B & T H Dewhurst 952
High Cotton Mill Town Centre 1785 Cotton spinning and weaving J B & R H Sidgwick J B & R H Sidgwick 238
Low Mill Middletown 1839 Cotton spinning Ditto Ditto Included above
Railway
Railway station Broughton Road 1876 (replacement) Railway passenger and goods transport Midland Railway Midland Railway N/A
Goods depot Carleton Street 1847 Railway passenger and goods transport Midland Railway Midland Railway N/A
Marshalling yard Broughton Road 1876 Railway passenger and goods transport Midland Railway Midland Railway N/A
Locomotive depot Broughton Road 1876 (replacement) Railway passenger and goods transport Midland Railway Midland Railway N/A
Other
Brewery Broughton Road 1816 Brewing Scott & Robinson Scott & Robinson N/A
Lead Mill New Town 1835 Lead products for the building trade Robert Fell & Son Robert Fell & Son Small scale
Victoria Mill Broughton Road 1847 Corn milling N/A n/a Small scale
High Corn Mill Town Centre c. 1800 (replacement) Distribution of animal feedstuffs, etc N/A n/a 10
Timber Yard & Bobbin Works Middletown N/A Timber supplies and bobbin production N/A n/a Small scale
Boat Yard Middletown N/A Canal boat construction and maintenance N/A n/a Small scale
Coach builders' works (various) Town Centre/Keighley Rd N/A Road vehicles N/A n/a Small scale
Spindle Works Town Centre N/A Spinning accessories N/A n/a Small scale
Paper Works Town Centre N/A Paper N/A n/a Small scale
*Note:  Housing at the east end of the Gargrave Road study district is adjacent to the mills but on the opposite side of the canal.  The sites are linked by swing bridge.  
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Table 6.6A  Skipton 1881: Origins of heads of households in textile and railway employment
Selected industrial sectors in relation to place of birth (POB)
Number
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
POB Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
1 18 1 17 1 6 0 0 0
2 9 1 18 3 5 0 3 2
3 8 7 5 6 7 2 2 6
4 4 3 2 0 1 0 0 1
5 2 11 3 21 3 5 1 21
10 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0
Total 41 23 46 31 23 8 6 30
Percentage
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
POB Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
1 43.9 4.3 37.0 3.2 26.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
2 22.0 4.3 39.1 9.7 21.7 0.0 50.0 6.7
3 19.5 30.4 10.9 19.4 30.4 25.0 33.3 20.0
4 9.8 13.0 4.3 0.0 4.3 0.0 0.0 3.3
5 4.9 47.8 6.5 67.7 13.0 62.5 16.7 70.0
10 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 4.3 12.5 0.0 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Selected industrial sectors in relation to apparent most recent previous place of residence (AMRPR)
Number
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
AMRPR Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
1 14 1 16 0 5 0 0 0
2 11 0 16 4 6 0 2 3
3 10 6 8 8 6 2 2 6
4 5 5 2 1 2 1 1 1
5 1 11 4 18 3 5 1 20
10 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Total 41 23 46 31 23 8 6 30
Percentage
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
AMRPR Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
1 34.1 4.3 34.8 0.0 21.7 0.0 0.0 0.0
2 26.8 0.0 34.8 12.9 26.1 0.0 33.3 10.0
3 24.4 26.1 17.4 25.8 26.1 25.0 33.3 20.0
4 12.2 21.7 4.3 3.2 8.7 12.5 16.7 3.3
5 2.4 47.8 8.7 58.1 13.0 62.5 16.7 66.7
10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Selected industrial sectors in relation to estimated minimum years of continuous residence in Skipton (EMYCRS)
Number
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
EMYCRS Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
10 years or less 16 22 24 30 14 7 6 30
More than 10 years 25 1 22 1 9 1 0 0
Total 41 23 46 31 23 8 6 30
Percentage
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
EMYCRS Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
10 years or less 39.0 95.7 52.2 96.8 60.9 87.5 100.0 100.0
More than 10 years 61.0 4.3 47.8 3.2 39.1 12.5 0.0 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
KEY NT:  New Town
MT:  Middletown
GR:  Gargrave Road
BR:  Broughton Road  
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Table 6.6B  Skipton 1881: Ages of heads of households in textile and railway employment
Number
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
Age Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
20 yrs or less 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
21-30 years 11 14 11 23 4 1 1 11
31-40 years 13 6 14 6 6 4 3 14
41-50 years 11 1 11 1 7 2 1 4
51-60 years 5 2 6 0 5 1 0 1
61-70 years 1 0 3 0 1 0 1 0
71 yrs or more 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 41 23 46 31 23 8 6 30
Percentage
NT NT MT MT GR GR BR BR
Age Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5) Textiles (1) Railway (5)
20 yrs or less 0.0 0.0 2.2 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
21-30 years 26.8 60.9 23.9 74.2 17.4 12.5 16.7 36.7
31-40 years 31.7 26.1 30.4 19.4 26.1 50.0 50.0 46.7
41-50 years 26.8 4.3 23.9 3.2 30.4 25.0 16.7 13.3
51-60 years 12.2 8.7 13 0 21.7 12.5 0.0 3.3
61-70 years 2.4 0.0 6.5 0 4.3 0.0 16.7 0.0
71 yrs or more 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100 100 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  
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Table 6.7A  Skipton 1881: Modal  industrial sector, social class and place of
                   birth of heads of household in the four largest study areas 
Industrial sector Social class Place of birth
New Town 1 III 1
Middletown 1 III 3
Gargrave Road 1 III 3
Broughton Road 5 III 5  
 
 
 
Table 6.7B  Skipton 1881: Modal  industrial sector, social class and 
                  place of birth of heads of households, by street, in the four 
                  largest study areas 
Modal Modal Modal
industrial sector social class place of birth
New Town
West View Terrace 1 III 1 and 3
Upper Union Street 1 III* 1
Keighley Road 1 II 1
Lower Union St/Union Terrace 1 III* 1
Pembroke Street 5 III* 1 and 3
Bennett Street 1 III* 5
Cumberland Street 1 III* 2
Southfield Terrace 7 and 8 II 3
Middletown
Castle Street 1 II 2
Romille Street 1 II 1
Dawson street 5 III* 3 and 5
George Street 1 and 5 III* 3
Rowland Street 5 and 7 III* 5
Russell Street 1 III* 3
Westmoreland Street 3 III* 1 and 3
Sackville Street 2 II 3
Gargrave Road
Gargrave Road 8 II 3
Gladstone Street 1 III* 3
Belgrave Street 1 II and III 1 and 3
Bright Street 3 II 5
Ashgrove 8 III* 1
Brewery Lane 1 III* 3
Broughton Road
Belmont Terrace 4 and 8 II 3 and 5
Cavendish Street 5 II 1 and 5
Clifford St/Carleton St 3 and 5 II 1, 3, and 5
Aireview Terrace 5 III* 5
Watkinson's Houses 5 III* 5
Note:  * Street includes at least one head in Class II  
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Table 6.8  Skipton 1881: Employment of living-in servants in post-1865 houses other than large villas
Study area Number of servants Street and occupation of employer
New Town 6 4 in Southfield Terrace (milliner, grocer, retired chandler, no profession (sic) )
1 in Cumberland Street (engine driver); 1 in Keighley Road (draper) 
Middletown zero
Gargrave Road 4 1 in Bright Street (wheelwright); 2 in Ashgrove (newpaper sub-editor; 
commercial traveller); 1 in Gargrave Road (cabinet maker)
Broughton Road 1 Cavendish Street (dentist)
Keighley Road zero
Primrose Hill 1 Castle View Terrace (civil engineer)
Town Centre zero  
 
 
 
Table 6.9  Heads of households in Middletown in 1881 and 1901
Industrial Sector
Middletown to 1881 Middletown to 1881 Middletown additions 1891 to 1901
Sector Percentage (1881) Percentage (1901) Percentage (1901)
1 18.0 24.2 22.0
2 9.4 4.5 4.8
3 10.5 9.5 12.0
4 11.3 9.8 11.0
5 12.1 15.9 26.5
6 3.5 4.9 1.7
7 12.1 9.5 7.6
8 0.8 4.5 6.5
9 5.9 3.0 3.4
10 5.1 1.9 0.3
11 11.3 12.1 4.1
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
(n=256) (n=264) (n=291)
Social Class
Middletown to 1881 Middletown to 1881 Middletown additions 1891 to 1901
Class Percentage (1881) Percentage (1901) Percentage (1901)
I 0.8 0.0 0.7
II 23.0 17.4 13.7
III 41.8 38.3 63.9
IV 11.7 20.5 11.0
V 12.5 11.7 6.5
X 10.2 12.1 4.1
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
(n=256) (n=264) (n=291)
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Table 6.10  Skipton 1901:  Occupiers of streets constructed in Broughton Road over the previous 10 years 
Heads of households
Industrial Sector Social Class Place of Birth
Sector Number Percent Class Number Percent POB Number Percent
1 26 46.4 I 0 0.0 1 6 10.7
2 2 3.6 II 11 19.6 2 6 10.7
3 2 3.6 III 32 57.1 3 21 37.5
4 1 1.8 IV 7 12.5 4 16 28.6
5 12 21.4 V 3 5.4 5 7 12.5
6 1 1.8 X 3 5.4 Total 56 100.0
7 2 3.6 Total 56 100.0
8 3 5.4
9 3 5.4
10 0 0.0
11 4 7.1
Total 56 100.0
EA members of households other than heads
Industrial Sector Social Class
Sector Number Percent Class Number Percent
1 65 78.3 I 0 0.0
2 2 2.4 II 4 4.8
3 2 2.4 III 62 74.7
4 2 2.4 IV 15 18.1
5 4 4.8 V 2 2.4
6 0 0.0 X 0 0.0
7 3 3.6 Total 83 100.0
8 1 1.2
9 4 4.8
10 0 0.0
11 0 0.0
Total 83 100.0
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Table 6.11A  Concentrations of middle class heads of households in SELECTED PARTS of Gargrave Road and Raikes  
Shows ALL houses in each thoroughfare built during the relevant period
* Number of stars denotes the number of living-in servants
Location Occupation of head of household Social Class
Houses built in the ten years ended 1891 as at 1891
Peace Villas Retired Builder II
Congregational Minister* II
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing ONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Gargrave Road (North) Draper II
Widow X
Wine & Spirit Merchant* II
Tailor & Draper* II
Grocer* II
Wesleyan Minister I
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing NONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Houses built in the ten years ended 1901 as at 1901
West Bank Terrace Living on own means* X
Brewer*** I
Scholastic*** II
Solicitor** I
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing NONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
West Bank Road School Master II
(Still under construction) Widow* X
Bookseller & Stationer* II
Architect & Surveyor* II
Newspaper Proprietor & Editor* I
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing NONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Grassington Road Solicitor*** I
General Manager, Sewing Cotton Manufacture* I
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing NONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office  
 
 117
Table 6.11B  Concentrations of middle class heads of households in SELECTED PARTS of Keighley Road (North) 
Shows ALL houses in each thoroughfare built during the relevant period
* Number of stars denotes the number of living-in servants
Location Occupation of head of household Social Class
Houses built in the ten years ended 1891 as at 1891
Hothfield House Cotton & Worsted Manufacturer** I
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing NONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Hothfield Terrace Solicitor* I
Draper* II
Coal Merchant II
Civil Engineer* II
Surgeon Dentist* I
Draper* II
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing NONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Jubilee Terrace Builder & Contractor II
Insurance Agent to Prudential Office II
Inspector of Signals MR II
Locomotive engine driver III
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing TWO
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Houses built in the ten years ended 1901 as at 1901
Calton Terrace Saddler & Harness Maker II
Timber Merchant's Manager II
Political Registration Agent II
County Divisional Surveyor* II
Living on own means* X
Commercial Traveller III
Wholesale confctioner II
Superintendent Midland Railway Way & Works Dept II
Grocer & Provision Merchant II
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing NONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Highfield Terrace Coach builder II
Grocer* II
Cotton Manufacturer* I or II
Widow X
Banker's Clerk* III
Superintendent of Life Assurance Agents II
Coach Builder II
School Master II
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing ONE
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office
Church Field Terrace Glass & China Merchant* II
Builder & Contracter II
Family Butcher II
Builder & Contracter II
Retired Joiner & Builder II
Widow X
Brewer's Clerk III
Cabinet Maker II
Households with other EA occupiers in manufacturing TWO
or commercial employment not related to head's 
business or office  
 Table 6.12  Skipton 1911: Employees in employment by Industry Order in the town as a whole
(Orders each containing less than 100 employees are grouped as 'other') 
MALE FEMALE
Number Percentage Number Percentage
Professional (III) 132 3.1 Professional (III) 128 5.2
Commercial including clerks (V) 202 4.7 Domestic service (IV) 346 14.1
Railway (V) 500 11.7 Textiles (XVIII) 1479 60.2
Other transport (V) 269 6.3 Food, board & lodging (XX) 175 7.1
Agriculture (VII) 124 2.9 Clothing etc (XIX) 130 5.3
Engineering (various) (X) 263 6.1 Other 199 8.1
Building (XII) 371 8.7 TOTAL 2457 100.0
Textiles (XVIII) 1115 26.0
Tailoring, footwear, etc (XIX) 133 3.1
Food, drink, etc (XX) 298 6.9
General labourers (XXII) 113 2.6
Other 769 17.9
TOTAL 4289 100.0
NB: Textiles represented 38.5 per cent of all employees in employment.  (37.4 per cent in cotton textiles)
Source:  Census of England & Wales, 1911, Vol X, Occupations & Industries, Part 1, Cmd 7018, (1914), pp. 420, 421, 458, 459  
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Table 7.1 Chronology of major non-residential building plans 
(Derived from NYCRO DC/SKU/4/2)
List of major plans by date of approval
1860 St Monica's Convent 1885 None
Town Hall
Baptist Chapel and Sunday School 1886 Auction Mart
1861 None 1887 Extension to Alexandra Shed
Extension to Firth Mill
1862 High Street House (Porri) Shops, 26-28 Swadford Street
Bank for Yorkshire Banking Co
1863 Water Street Wesleyan Chapel
1888 Ship Hotel and Post Office
1864 Belle Vue Mill (BVM) Warehouse Conservative Club
BVM Extension to No 1 Mill Girls' Endowed School
Belmont Baptist Chapel
1865 None
1889 Trinity Wesleyan Chapel
1866 None Park Mill
Winterwell Buildings
1867 Shop (Porri) 34 Swadford St Water Street Wesleyan Schools
Union Mill Shops 16-20 Newmarket Street
BVM Thread Mill
1890 Congregational Sunday Schools
1868 Show room at coach works (Platt) Extension to Alexandra Shed
Shop 14 Swadford Street
1869 None BVM (Old) Dyehouse Extension
Foundry (Firth Street)
1870 Workhouse Fever Wards
1891 Extension to Convent
1871 Brewery Offices Coop Branch (Sackville Street)
Foundry (Ellison & Fawcett)
Temperance Hall 1892 Millfields Infants' School
Christ Church School
1872 Parish Church School Shop/Warehouse 5 Newmarket Street
Volunteers' Drill Hall
1873 Printing Works (Edmondson) Shop 17 Sackville Street
Science and Art School
1874 Printing Works (Skipton Stationery Co)
Skipton Grammar School 1893 Coffee Tavern (Sackville Street)
Extension to Alexandra Shed
1875 Extension to Craven Bank Extension to Auction mart
Railway Station
1894 Extension to Vagrants' Ward at Workhouse
1876 Extension to Union Mill (Warehouse) Roman Catholic Infants' School
Extension to Union Mill (Weaving Shed)
Extension to Workhouse 1895 Exchange Buildings
High Street House (Fattorini)
1877 Firth Mill Science Rooms at Skipton Grammar School
Alexandra Shed Extension to Girls' Middle School
Midland Hotel
Engine Shed (Midland Railway) 1896 Liberal Club
Shop 43 High Street
1878 Extension to Baptist Church and Sunday School Alterations to Parish Church School
Police Station Rebuilding of Craven Herald Printing Works
Gymnasium at Skipton Grammar School Extension to Workhouse
Mount Hermon United Methodist Chapel
Gargrave Road Primitive Methodist Chapel 1897 Broughton Road Shed
1879 None 1898 Yorkshire Penny Bank
Coop Branch (Keighley Road)
1880 None Coop Branch (Broughton Road)
Extension to Brewery
1881 Swimming Bath at Skipton Grammar School Retort House at Gas Works
Cottage Hospital
1882 None
1899 Extension to Gas Works
1883 BVM Warehouse and Offices Extension to Water Street School
New Infirmary at Workhouse
1884 None Alterations to Gas Works
Baptist Sunday School  
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Table 7.1  Chronology of major non-residential building plans (continued)
(Derived from NYCRO DC/SKU/4/2)
List of major plans by date of approval (continued)
1899 Extension to Craven Bank (Otley Street) 1914 Picture House (former Temperance Hall)
    (continued) Further extension to Water Street School Billiard Hall
BVM New Dyehouse Congregational Chapel
Further extension to Gas Works Sackville Mill
Cottage at Girls' High School
BVM Boiler House & other additions to New Dyehouse
1900 Coop Branch Butcher's Shop (Sackville Street)
Wine Stores/Offices 11 Swadford Street
BVM New Boiler House and Chimney
BVM Extension to Dyehouse
Mission Room for Holy Trinity Church
1901 Conversion/extension of Vicarage to Shops (Central Buildings)
1902 Extension to Christ Church School
Extension to Park Mill 
Coop Branch (Duke Street)
1903 Extension to Drill Hall
Extension to Girls' High School
1904 Extension to Craven Herald Print Works
BVM Extension to Dyehouse
Extension to Craven Bank
1905 Cattle Market (Jerry Croft)
Broughton Road Primitive Methodist Chapel
1906 Extension to Firth Mill
Extension to Skipton Grammar School
Indoor Swimming Baths
BVM Bleach House
1907 Brougham Street Schools
1908 Public Library
Extension to Gas Works
Extension to Workhouse
Extension to Holy Trinity Parish Church
Extension to Auction mart
1909 Warehouse (Rear of High Street House)
Extension to Science and Art School
Olympia Skating Rink
Extension to Gas Works
BVM Extension to Dyehouse
Further extension to Gas Works
BVM Further extension to Dyehouse
1910 BVM Turbine House (For turbo-alternator)
Extension to Girls' High School
1911 Extension to Auction mart
BVM Extension to Bleach House
Conversion of Coffee Tavern to Temperance Hall
Ings School (Broughton Road)
1912 Extension to Convent
Extension to Swimming Baths
Extension to Workhouse
Shops and Offices  63-65 High Street (became London Joint Stock Bank)
1913 Extension to Auction mart
Picture House (Kilngarth)
Coop Department Store  
 
 Table 7.2   Functional analysis of major non-residential building plans, 1865 to 1914
Industrial Commercial Agricultural Transport Social Political Religious Educational Health/Welfare Utilities Law and Order TOTAL
1865
1866
1867 2 1 3
1868 1 1
1869
1870 1 1
1871 2 1 3
1872 1 1
1873 1 1
1874 1 1 2
1875 1 1 2
1876 2 1 3
1877 2 1 1 4
1878 3 1 1 5
1879
1880
1881 1 1
1882
1883 1 1
1884
1885
1886 1 1
1887 2 2 4
1888 1 1 1 1 4
1889 1 2 1 1 5
1890 3 1 1 5
1891 1 1 2
1892 2 1 3 6
1893 1 1 1 3
1894 1 1 2  
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 Table 7.2   Functional analysis of major non-residential building plans, 1865 to 1914 (continued)
Industrial Commercial Agricultural Transport Social Political Religious Educational Health/Welfare Utilities Law and Order TOTAL
1895 2 2 4
1896 1 1 1 1 1 5
1897 1 1
1898 1 3 1 1 6
1899 2 1 1 3 1 3 11
1900 2 2 1 5
1901 1 1
1902 1 1 1 3
1903 1 1 1 3
1904 2 1 3
1905 1 1 2
1906 2 1 1 4
1907 1 1
1908 1 1 1 1 1 5
1909 2 1 1 1 2 7
1910 1 1 2
1911 1 1 1 1 4
1912 1 1 1 1 4
1913 1 1 1 3
1914 1 2 1 4
Total 35 28 6 2 11 2 13 24 9 7 1 138
Percentage 25.4 20.3 4.3 1.4 8 1.4 9.4 17.4 6.5 5.1 0.7 100
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2  
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Table 7.3  Architectural provenance of major non-residential plans, 1860-1914
No of different 
Function Name of architect(s) Place of business Dates between which plans approved sites involved
Textile mills Smith Whitehead Nelson 1867 1
James Hall Skipton 1877 1
William Bracewell Burnley 1887 1
W H Atkinson Colne 1889-1906 4
James Hartley Skipton 1900-1914 2
Stott & Sons Oldham 1900 1
Wren & Hopkinson Manchester Before 1860 to 1899 1
Other industry Joseph Petyt Skipton 1904 1
(Also five plans,1868 to 1874, for which architect(s) are not known)
Retail Sugden & Smith Keighley 1862-1867 2
Jonathan Varley Skipton 1889-1892 4
John William Broughton Skipton 1895-1909 4
James Hartley Colne then Skipton 1895-1901 3
Retail (Coop) David Whitehead Keighley 1891 1
Barber Hopkinson Keighley 1898 2
Joseph Petyt Skipton 1900 1
James Hartley Skipton 1902-1913 1
(Also one plan, 1887, for which architect is not known)
Banks Frederick J Robinson Derby 1875 1
Frederick William Masters Doncaster 1887 1
J R Whitaker Leeds 1898 1
Jonathan Varley Skipton 1899 1
John William Broughton Skipton 1912 1
James Hartley Skipton 1912 1
Hotels Jackson & Longley Bradford 1877 1
Robert A Robinson Skipton 1888 1
Agriculture Jonathan Varley Skipton 1886 1
John William Broughton Skipton 1893-1905 1
Transport Charles Trubshaw Derby 1875 1
Social John Denison Jee Liverpool 1860 1
Jonathan Varley Skipton 1871-1892 3
Lockwood & Mawson Bradford 1875 1
James Hartley Skipton 1903-1914 5
Herbert Varley Skipton 1906 1
John William Broughton Skipton 1914 1
Political Samuel Jackson Bradford 1888 1
James Ledingham Bradford 1896 1
Religious Andrews & Delaunay Bradford 1860 1
Lockwood & Mawson Bradford 1863 1
Thomas Howdill Leeds 1878 1
H & T Riddiough Cross Hills 1878 1
J W Broughton/W Harbrow Skipton/London 1888 1
Herbert Isitt Bradford 1889 1
T H & F Healey Bradford 1890 1
E Simpson N/A 1891 1
James Hartley Skipton 1899-1905 2
Austin & Paley Lancaster 1908 1
C & C M Hadfield Sheffield 1912 1
James Totty Rotherham 1914 1
(Also two plans, 1861 to 1878, for which architect is not known)
Educational Jonathan Varley Skipton 1872-1895 4
Paley & Austin Lancaster 1874-1881 1
J Osborne Smith London 1888-1895 1
Herbert Isitt Bradford 1889 1
Robert A Robinson Skipton 1892 1
James Hartley Skipton 1899-1910 5
Herbert Varley Skipton 1902 1
John William Broughton Skipton 1896-1903 2
Jas Hartley/J W Broughton Skipton 1908 1
West Riding CC Architect Wakefield 1911 1
Health & Welfare James Hartley Skipton 1894-1912 1
E H C Maidman Edinburgh 1898 1
(Also two plans, before 1894, for which architect is not known)
Utilites/Law & Order James Hartley Skipton 1908-1909 1
(Also five plans, before 1908, for which architect is not known)
Source:  NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2  
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Table 7.4  Involvement of architects in minor non-residential plans, 1885 to 1899 
Building Plan Description Architect Date
500 Alterations to Joiners' Arms, Commercial Street R A Robinson 1885
524 New shop front, Sheep Street J Varley 1886
536 New façade to Rose & Crown, Coach Street J Varley 1887
576 Office and stable at saw mill, Sackville Street J Varley 1889
580 New shop front, Sheep Street J W Broughton 1889
617 Single-storey warehouse, Newmarket Street J W Broughton 1890
620 Alterations to water closets at Workhouse J W Broughton 1890
621 Tripe boiling shop, off Water Street J Petyt 1890
624 Extension to Belmont Baptist chapel J W Broughton 1890
633 Addition of one storey to the Old George, High Street R A Robinson 1890
640 Storehouse at foundry, Lower Union Street J Varley 1891
646 Archway to rear of Craven Arms, Newmarket Street J Varley 1891
664 Iron carriage shed, off Cross Street J Varley 1892
666 Alterations to Fleece Inn, Keighley Road W T Shuttleworth 1892
668 Water closet at Craven Herald office, High Street J Petyt 1892
669 Store room to shop in Coach Street J Varley 1892
670 Joiner's shop, Mill Bridge W T Shuttleworth 1892
674 Laundry and wash house, Workhouse J W Broughton 1892
677 Hay chamber, Brook Street J Varley 1893
678 Workshop, Otley Street J Varley 1893
679 Mistal, Newmarket Street J Varley 1893
680A Stable, Brook Street J Varley 1893
684 Small warehouse, Swadford Street J Varley 1893
696 Shed and tool house, off Cross Street J Varley 1893
704 Addition to lead mill, Keighley Road J Varley 1894
707 Cricket Club refreshment room W Dinsdale 1894
708 Alterations to Hart's Head, Newmarket Street R A Robinson 1894
714 Alterations to shop, Otley Street J Petyt 1894
715 Wash house and urinals, Nag's Head, Newmarket Street J W Broughton 1894
725 Stable and small warehouse, Coach Street J Varley 1894
732 Alterations to clogging shop, Swadford Street W T Shuttleworth 1895
734 Alterations to bootmaker's shop, Middle Row H Swire 1895
744 Wooden coach house, Belmont Wharf T Biker 1895
749 Alterations to store room, Coach Street J Varley 1895
763 Alterations to coal wharf office, Waller Hill W Dinsdale 1895
764 Additions and alterations to warehouse, Mill Lane J W Broughton 1895
777 Office at saw mill, Broughton Road J Hartley 1896
781 Rear extension to Craven Arms, Newmarket Street J Varley 1896
857 Shed and entrance arch, brewery, Broughton Road W Dinsdale 1898
863 Warehouse, Walton Street J Varley 1898
866 Rebuilding of cow shed Royal Oak, Water Street J Petyt 1898
869 Extension to shop, Otley Street J Varley 1898
904 Office at lead mill, Keighley Road W H Atkinson 1899
936 Alterations to tripe dresser's premises, Coach Street J Varley 1899
Source:  NYCRO DC/SKU/4/2  
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Table 7.5 Spatial distribution of major non-residential buildings mentioned in the text
(Summarised from Figures 8.1 and 7.2 to 7.8)
Location Examples cited in the text
TOWN CENTRE (existing and extended):
('Awkward sites' are designated *): Various retail establishments and banks
Political clubs
Temperance Hall 
Coffee Tavern
Hotel
Science & Art School and Public Library
Printing workshops
Premier Picture House*
OUT OF TOWN:
Extension or replacement of existing building on same site: 
Chapels and Sunday schools (Baptist and Congregational)
Convent and Roman Catholic infants' school 
Workhouse
Brewery
Gas works
Infill (including 'awkward sites', designated *):
Belmont Baptist chapel*
Cottage hospital*
Drill Hall
Olympia skating rink*
Urban fringe/fringe belt (new construction):
Skipton Grammar School
Girls' High School
Millfields infants' school
Parish Church school
Gargrave Road Primitive Methodist chapel
Water Street Wesleyan chapel
Auction mart and cattle market
Determined by technical factors (as specified):
Textile mills and foundries (access to water supply)
Railway station and hotel (access to railway)
Swimming baths (access to water supply)
New housing developments:
Various retail including Cooparative branch network
Trinity Wesleyan chapel 
Broughton Road Primitive Methodist chapel
Mount Hermon Methodist chapel
Brougham Street school
Ings school  
 
 Figure 7.1  Skipton: Houses erected and major non-residential building plans approved 1865 to 1914
(Houses erected: n=2026 and major non-residential plans: n=138)
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2 and DC/SKU/5/2/1 
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Annex 8.1     Terms and conditions for room-and-power in Skipton 
 
 
Terms and conditions can be illustrated by surviving copies of leases between 
Skipton Mill Co Ltd and one of their tenants, Tetley & Turner (later Tetley & 
Smith, subsequently Alfred Smith), in respect of room-and-power at Union 
Shed.1  The first of these extended from 1869 to 1874 and related to 150 plain 
worsted looms2 charged at 11d per loom per week (£2-38 per loom per year), 
payable quarterly in advance, inclusive of warehouse space.  This is a fairly 
high charge compared with cotton looms but it should be noted that worsted 
looms tended to be significantly wider.3 The premises used by the tenant were 
to be partitioned, as was the usual practice.  In the interests of flexibility this was 
normally carried out using tongued and grooved wooden planking rather than 
masonry.  Power was to be provided from line shafting for 60 hours per week, 
except during holidays for which there was no deduction of rent.  Steam for 
heating and gas for lighting was to be included.  The tenant was responsible for 
internal maintenance of the premises. The lease states categorically that the 
rent was to be paid irrespective of whether the looms were run or not.  Because 
rental charges were therefore a fixed cost, tenants were induced to keep their 
looms running even when market prices were well below their average total 
costs provided that they could cover their average variable costs. The room-
and-power system has therefore been accused of contributing to the problem of 
‘weak selling’ (which was endemic in the cotton industry during trade 
recessions) and of being a major cause of under-investment (because pricing 
did not permit the application of a realistic depreciation policy).   
 
A subsequent draft lease of circa 1874 increased the number of looms to 180, 
increased the rental charge to 1s 1d per loom per week (£2-82 per loom per 
year), reduced the time for which power would be available to 56 hours per 
week, and imposed a surcharge when the price of coal was above 5s 6d per  
                                                 
1 Bradford District Archive (BDA), 32D83/43, Papers relating to Skipton Mill Co Ltd. 
2 A High Court writ dated 31 December 1877 (Tetley & Smith v Semen & Co) indicates that, 
inter alia, Tetley & Smith produced fabrics with mohair weft and cotton warp.  This corroborates 
remarks in section 8.3 on the product specialisation of textile manufacturers in Skipton at this 
time. (Writ included in BDA, 32D83/43) 
3 See K C Jackson, ‘The room-and-power system in the cotton weaving industry of north-east 
Lancashire and West Craven’, Textile History, 35, 1, (2004), p. 73 for indicative rental charges 
for cotton looms. 
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ton. The latter two changes reflected the reduction in hours of work in textile 
factories under the Factory Act of 1874 and a recollection of the shortage and 
high price of coal during the colliers’ strike of 1873.   
 
The response to the Factory Act, 1874 is of particular interest in that the mill 
company was able to save by reducing the weekly supply of power while 
increasing its revenue through higher charges.  Meanwhile its tenants paid 
more for less and in addition suffered a reduction in output and revenue. 
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Annex 8.2  The availability of additional sites for weaving mills in Skipton 
_______________________________________________________________ 
 
1.  Criteria 
The conventional wisdom in 1896 was that the slow development of the 
weaving sector in Skipton was the result of inertia.1   However, because of prior 
development of land over many years there were in fact comparatively few 
technically feasible sites for large scale room-and-power mills still available at 
that stage.  Such sites required a supply of water for raising and condensing 
steam; flat or gently sloping topography; access from the existing road network; 
close proximity to existing or planned housing developments; and access to 
local authority services.2  These criteria and their implications are discussed 
further in Chapter 9.    
 
2.  Assessment 
First, it is important to note that the site taken by Skipton Room & Power Co Ltd 
for Broughton Road Shed in 1897 was one of the few sites of sufficient size and 
amenity then available.  However, it would not have been acceptable for this 
purpose before 1878 (when Farey and Walton were making their separate 
plans) because it was then beyond the jurisdiction of Skipton Local Board and 
was therefore ineligible for connection to the sewers and to the drinking water 
supply.3  Had additional mills with comparable areas of housing development 
been required after 1897, suitable sites along the canal side were comparatively 
few in number mainly because of prior development over a long period but also 
because of possible landowner resistance and high costs.  On the western 
extremity of the town, an area of land on the canal side opposite to Broughton  
                                                 
1 See Craven Herald, 15 May, 1896, which reports a meeting of the promoters of the Skipton 
Room & Power Co Ltd.. 
2 The assessment in this appendix is based on fieldwork and takes Broughton Road Shed in 
Skipton as a model for a large weaving mill.  An architectural and functional characterisation of 
large weaving mills is contained in the survey report, by S Taylor, Pendle textile mills: the 
buildings of the textile industry in the Borough of Pendle, Lancashire, (London: English 
Heritage, 2000), pp. 14-24.  A practical description of facilities is given in T W Fox, The 
mechanism of weaving, 5th Edition, (London: Macmillan, 1922), pp. 580-589.  D A Farnie, The 
English cotton industry and the world market, 1815-1896, (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1979), pp. 
305-307 explains why north-east Lancashire was well placed for the construction of weaving 
mills.  The importance of water supply for feed and condensing is stressed in R N Holden, 
‘Water supplies for steam-powered textile mills’, Industrial Archaeology Review, 21, 1, (1999), 
pp. 41-51. The effect of local authority boundaries in limiting textile industry development is 
noted in P Milner, Nelson’s urban development during the mid-nineteenth century, (Unpublished 
MA Dissertation, Lancashire Polytechnic), 1991, p. 87.    
3 The boundary was extended in 1878 because of concerns about the erection of substandard 
housing in the area.  See Chapter 4.  
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Road Shed (‘A’ in Figure 8.1) may well have been technically suitable but its 
use would have incurred additional costs arising from the need to construct road 
access.  Also there was no housing immediately to hand.  More to the point, 
development was unlikely because the land was part of the Aireville estate 
whose owner, John Bonny Dewhurst of Belle Vue Mills, would have argued that 
the construction of a large weaving shed by third parties would adversely affect 
his privacy.  On the south-eastern extremity there was a large area of vacant 
land at Horse Close next to the canal opposite Alexandra Shed (‘B’ in Figure 
8.1).  This also would have required the building of access roads, although it did 
have the advantage of fairly close proximity to existing housing developments in 
Middletown and Keighley Road.  The owner was the Skipton Castle estate and 
the land was within a zone bounded by the Skipton to Ilkley railway which so far 
had not been developed.  By this time, however, there was a distinct possibility 
that the land would be released had a potentially profitable proposal been 
presented.4  The only other technically appropriate site was in the eastern 
outskirts adjacent to Otley Road and close to Skibeden Beck (‘C’ in Figure 8.1).  
However, this was distant from the canal and the railway station and goods 
depot.  Furthermore, the owner, the Skipton Castle estate, in this case may 
have been mindful of the potential value of the site for better class private 
housing.5  No suitable sites were available along Eller Beck either because of 
prior development or unsuitable topography.   
 
3.  Conclusion 
After 1897 there was comparatively little scope for building new mills in Skipton, 
whether of a size appropriate to the room-and-power system or even on a 
smaller scale, and a lack of suitable undeveloped sites was a principal reason.  
Thus, the only completely new installations after this date were on or next to 
previously developed sites, specifically the converted British School (which was 
very small in scale); Sackville Mill (on the site of the Low Mill which was 
destroyed by fire in 1908); and Ellerbank Mill (which was effectively an 
extension of Firth Mill). Meanwhile, in the post-1897 period considerable 
additional investment in new mills occurred at other towns in the 
neighbourhood, especially Earby, Barnoldswick, Colne and Nelson, where there  
                                                 
4 Municipal housing was built close to this site in the immediate post Second World War period. 
5 Development of this kind occurred in the 1930s and subsequently. 
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was still a good deal of undeveloped land which matched the criteria.  On the 
other hand, Settle and Gargrave are examples of nearby settlements with a 
tradition of cotton textiles where suitable sites were available yet no new mills 
were built after the mid-nineteenth century.  These cases perhaps reflect the 
commercial (as distinct from operational) limitations of an unsatisfactory 
passenger train service to Manchester, which undoubtedly would hinder 
participation in the principal market for cotton goods. 
 
It is important to recognise that the constraint on the number of feasible sites 
was associated particularly with the use of steam power both in the context of 
mechanical transmission and the use of an alternator producing electrical 
power.  The constraint was removed by the use of mains electricity, although by 
the time this became readily available, the need for additional mills had greatly 
diminished. 
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Table 8.1  Chronology of major building plans for Belle Vue Mills, 1864 to 1914
Project SLB/SUDC Plan Number
1864 Warehouse 22
Extension to No 1 Mill 33
1867 Thread Mill Not numbered
1883 Warehouse and offices 494A
1890 (Old) Dyehouse extension 631
Additional sprinkler tower Plan not found but see 
Craven Herald , 23 May 1890
1899 New dyehouse 925
Boiler house & other additions to new dyehouse 940
1900 New boiler house and chimney at main site 978
Extension to dyehouse 982
1904 Extension to dyehouse 1066
1906 Bleach house 1145
1909 Extension to dyehouse 1249
Further extension to dyehouse 1262
1910 Turbine house (for turbo-alternator) 1282
1911 Extension to bleach house 1353
Note:  Architects prior to 1900 were Wren & Hopkinson of Manchester.  They were 
          superseded by James Hartley.  Stott & Sons of Oldham were responsible for
         the chimney and boiler house
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2  
 
 
 
  
 
Table 8.2    Skipton:  Weaving mills/sheds and room-and-power companies in 1915
Mill/Shed**** Opened Location*** Owner Occupants Looms* Comments
Union 1867 New Town Skipton Mill Co. Ltd. 3 548
Firth 1878 Middletown Samuel Farey & Son** 1 550 Number of Looms estimated.  Not R & P
Alexandra 1878 Keighley Road S H Walton** 3 560 Partly R & P from 1902
Park 1889 Middletown John Wilkinson** 1 288 Not R & P
Broughton Road 1897 Broughton Road Skipton R. & P. Co. Ltd. 6 1240
Ellerbank 1906 Middletown Samuel Farey & Son** 1 450 Extension of Firth Mill but used for R & P
British c.1910 Town Centre Congregational Church 1 24 Former British School premises
Sackville 1915 Middletown Sackville Mill Co. 1 450 Not incorporated.  Later in multiple occupation
Craven Mill Pre-1865 New Town Fred Manby & Bros (Iron founders) 0 0 No longer in textile use
Notes:                     *        Looms installed as distinct from loom spaces
                                **      Cotton manufacturers
***     Locations are shown in Figure 8.1 
****    Building plans and architects are specified in Table 8.3
Sources: Craven Herald  and West Yorkshire Pioneer, various issues, 1866 to 1915.
The Textile Manufacturer, 1886 to 1920.
The Yorkshire Textile Directory (Oldham: John Worrall Ltd, 1915).
Schedule to Industrial Court Order No 281, 28 April 1920.  
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Table 8.3  Skipton:  Construction details of weaving mills/sheds
Mill/Shed Principal SLB/SUDC Plan Number(s) and dates (and other sources) Architects
Union 65 (1867); CP 20 Dec 1873; SLB Minutes 7 January and 6 October 1876 Smith Whitehead (Nelson) (1867)
Firth SLB Minutes 17 August 1877; 540 (1887); 1126 (1906) W H Atkinson (Colne) (1906)
Alexandra 341 (1877); 530 (1887); 601 (1890); 680 (1893) James Hall (Skipton) (1877); William Bracewell (Burnley) (1887);   
Smith Whitehead (Nelson) (1893)
Park 585 (1889); 1024 (1902) W H Atkinson (Colne) (1889 and 1902)
Broughton Road 808 (1897) W H Atkinson (Colne) (1897)
Ellerbank As Firth Mill 1126 (1906) W H Atkinson (Colne) (1906)
Sackville 1463 (1914) James Hartley (Skipton) (1914)
Source: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2; NYCRO: DC/SKU/1/1/2; and Craven Pioneer  
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Table 8.4  Cotton weaving in Nelson, Barnoldswick and Skipton in the early-twentieth century 
(Population for all three towns is for 1911.  Other data are for 1911 (Nelson) and 1915 (Barnoldswick and Skipton))
Town* Population Looms Looms per head Sheds** Firms Firms per shed*** Looms per shed*** Looms per firm
Nelson 39479 45847 1.16 35 (at least 29) 115 3.3 1310 397
Barnoldswick 9703 19939 2.05 12 (at least 11) 42 3.5 1662 475
Skipton 12977 4510 0.35 9 (at least 6) 18 2 500 250
         Notes: *       Borough of Nelson, Barnoldswick Urban District, Skipton Urban District,  
**     Room and power sheds in brackets
***  All sheds
     Source: Jackson, Textile History , 35, 1, (2004), p. 63  
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Annex 9.1  The development of local government in Skipton 
_______________________________________________________________ 
The SLB (and its successor, the SUDC) was a facilitator of urban growth in that 
it ensured that development land could be connected to sewerage and water 
supply and that new streets and buildings satisfied defined minimum standards.  
The improvements which it achieved in public services were on a monumental 
scale and the following is an overview designed to illustrate the nature and 
complexity of the decisions which were involved.   
 
The process of appointing a Local Board to exercise powers under the Public 
Health Act, 18481 was initiated by a petition in 1857 leading to the appointment 
of a General Board of Health inspector, William Ranger, to visit and report on 
conditions in the town.  Ranger’s report highlighted insufficient and poor quality 
water supply; the absence of sewers; the discharge of WCs into permeable 
surface water drains; the deposit of sewage into the Spring’s Canal and the 
Waller Hill Beck; insufficient and badly placed privies; numerous instances of 
inadequate foul drainage; and a high proportion (22.2 per cent) of houses 
without outlets on more than one side or otherwise badly ventilated.2  Ranger 
recommended the adoption of the Act and the establishment of a Local Board of 
Health, and its members were duly appointed in 1858. Their immediate concern 
was to provide a comprehensive sewerage system and this was achieved by 
1861, although it was some time before all of the relevant premises were 
connected to the sewers.3  The outfall was into Eller Beck which flowed into the 
River Aire but by the early-1870s this was creating a nuisance for residents of 
new villas constructed a short distance from the beck, especially during hot 
summer weather.  Furthermore the arrangement was by then contrary to central 
government policy on the improvement of river water, and the system was  
                                                 
1 And subsequent legislation, especially the Local Government Act, 1858 and the Public Health 
Act, 1875 
2W Ranger, Report to the General Board of Health of a preliminary inquiry into the sewerage, 
drainage, supply of water and the sanitary conditions of the inhabitants of the township of 
Skipton in the West Riding of the County of York, (London: HMSO, 1857) 
3See Craven Pioneer 26 January 1861.  The system was about 4.5 miles in length and is shown 
on the Map and geological sections of the Skipton Local Board of Health shewing the lines of 
new sewers etc, designed and carried out by T Curley, CE, FGS, 1860 (copy in North Yorkshire 
County Library, Skipton).  The minutes of the Local Board indicate that enforcement action was 
being taken against recalcitrant property owners as late as the mid-1870s.  See NYCRO, 
DC/SKU/I/1/2.    
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therefore extended to a sewage farm at Snaygill which was opened in 1878.4  In 
1906 this was replaced on the same site by a treatment works.  As in other 
towns, the limits of the sewerage system were prescribed by the boundaries of 
the Board’s jurisdiction, and this in turn defined the geographical limits of urban 
development.5   
 
The adoption and enforcement of building bye-laws was another priority, 
although planning per se was not within the Board’s remit.  Bye-laws, based on 
models provided by central government were first adopted in 1860, and then 
modified in accordance with evolving public health legislation, in 1880 and again 
in 1914.6  The SLB minutes show that they were strictly enforced.   
 
In due course, water supply became a major problem because, as well as the 
demands of an increasing population, the system was now required to cope 
with street and sewer cleansing.  There were also serious deficiencies in 
drinking water quality.  Water was distributed, mainly from standpipes, by a 
company incorporated by an Act of 1823, and was supplied from several small 
reservoirs which collected water from the moor to the south-east of the town.7  
By the 1860s these were inadequate and in the drought of 1864 a temporary 
dam was built in the Skibeden valley to the east of the town as an emergency 
measure and water was piped from here for several years.  In May 1870 an 
application for powers to build a permanent reservoir near this site failed, mainly 
because of opposition from the Castle estate.  In 1873, because of continuing 
worries about the ability of its private operators to meet rapidly increasing 
demand, the SLB acquired the water company.8  This decision was reinforced 
by the ideological belief that profits from the water undertaking should be used  
                                                 
4 See Craven Pioneer, 25 February and 4 March 1871, The Engineer, 6 May 1877, Craven 
Pioneer, 15 April 1876, 24 March and 15 September 1877, 16 March and 8 October 1878.   
5 See the comments on this in P Milner, Nelson’s urban development during the mid-nineteenth 
century, (Unpublished MA Dissertation, Lancashire Polytechnic, 1991) (Copy in Nelson Local 
Studies Library).   
6NYCRO, DC/SKU/I/6/3 (1860), DC/SKU/I/6/7 (1880), Uncatalogued (1914).  See also S M 
Gaskell, Building control: national legislation and the introduction of local bye-laws in Victorian 
England, (London: British Association for Local History, 1983) 
7 The history of water supply is outlined in Craven Pioneer, 14 May 1870 (Evidence to the 
Parliamentary committee examining the Skipton Water Company Bill); Craven Herald, 22 
August 1885 (Letter from Jonathan Varley, civil engineer for the Whinny Gill reservoir reviewing 
factors contributing to the shortfall in supply); and West Yorkshire Pioneer, 24 June 1910 
(Article celebrating the completion of the Embsay reservoir). 
8 Craven Pioneer, 11 October 1873, contains the text of the enabling Bill. 
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to offset the general district rate rather than passing to private shareholders, 
although no indication was given as to when a net contribution over and above 
the acquisition cost would be forthcoming.9  The SLB then carried through the 
construction of Whinny Gill reservoir on a site close to the original reservoirs 
and this was completed in 1876.  Within ten years the supply was once again 
found to be inadequate and in 1894 an additional, temporary, supply was taken 
from a mill dam at Eastby.10  The water problem was finally solved by the 
opening of a large reservoir at Embsay in 1910 by SUDC. 
 
In addition to sewage disposal, street cleaning, water supply, and building 
regulation, by the mid-1880s the Board had taken over responsibility for 
highway repairs and lighting from the Vestry; was operating a fire brigade; and 
was responsible for monitoring and enforcing school attendance, although not 
for the provision of elementary education.11  Subsequently, the SUDC assumed 
the responsibilities of the Burial Board, and acquired, updated and expanded 
the gas undertaking.12  The SLB was also deeply concerned about the nuisance 
caused by the fortnightly (and other occasional) livestock markets which were 
held in the principal streets, and periodically made plans for their removal, 
although in the event the solution lay with private investors (see Chapter 7). In 
taking on these roles, and in making improvements to essential services, loans 
were raised and, consequently, interest and loan repayments became very 
significant elements in the structure of expenditure.  For example in the financial 
year 1884-85 they made up 40.3 per cent of the expenses for non-water 
activities (much of which related to the capital financing of sewerage schemes) 
and a massive 81.3 percent of waterworks expenses.13   
                                                 
9 Craven Pioneer, 15 November 1873 (Statement to ratepayers by chairman of SLB) 
10 Craven Herald, 10 August, 1894 (Submission to Local Government Board enquiry)  
11 As explained in Chapter 7, elementary education was and remained under the control of the 
Anglican, nonconformist and Roman Catholic churches until the Education Act, 1902 became 
effective and much of the responsibility then passed to the West Riding County Council.  
However, there was much debate on the School Board issue.  See J Foster, Elementary 
Education in Nineteenth Century Skipton, (published by the author, 1976, as a shortened 
version of his Leeds University MEd dissertation), pp. 79-85.  The Grammar School and the 
Girls’ Endowed School were run by charitable trusts.   
12 The responsibilities of the Burial Board were transferred under the Local Government Act 
1894.  The gas undertaking was acquired in 1900.  See Craven Herald, 23 January and 28 April 
1899.  
13 This and the separate water accounts were published in Craven Herald, 12 December 1885 
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Not surprisingly, by the 1870s accountability of the SLB, formally to central 
government; formally and informally to local government electors; and informally 
to a vociferous ratepayers association and the local press, in itself became an 
increasingly important role, alongside policy-making and operational 
management.  With this in mind it is important to note the composition of the 
Board and to consider the demands which membership imposed.  First it is 
important to note that while all ratepayers were entitled to vote in elections, the 
1848 Act stipulated that the number of votes per person was pro rata to the 
rateable value of their property.14  These provisions created a bias in the 
electorate towards the better-off, although probably not so much as to give the 
better-off anything approaching a majority of the voting power.15  But the Act 
also laid down a property qualification for election to the Board which Ranger 
determined as not less than £1000 (of real or personal estate or both) or being 
rated at not less than £25.  This was at the top end of the range stipulated in the 
Act and, to place it in perspective, in 1857 there were only 35 houses in Skipton 
so rated out of a total of 1103.16  Thus, the property qualification was highly 
selective and severely limited the number of people who were eligible to stand 
as candidates in an election. It was subsequently relaxed and no longer applied 
when Urban District Councils replaced Local Boards under the Local 
Government Act, 1894.17  But, it was inevitable that the better-off determined 
the rate and extent of the improvement of amenities during the early decades of 
the Board’s existence.  However, while failing to embrace democracy, this did 
ensure that the management of major projects was entrusted to those most 
likely to have the skills, experience and leisure to see them through.  
 
The official list of those who served between 1858 and 1914 shows that of the 
nine initial members, seven were involved in manufacturing in some form or 
other and two were solicitors.18  During the first twenty years, when the major 
civil engineering projects were being undertaken, manufacturers continued to 
predominate, with limited support from some of the town’s leading retailers.  For 
the whole of the period from 1862 to 1914, leading textile manufacturers chaired  
                                                 
14 Public Health Act 1848, section 20 
15 Ranger’s report specified that in 1857, 76 per cent of houses were rated at less than £5 each, 
compared with the highest rated 3 per cent which were within the range £25 to £55. 
16Public Health Act 1848, section 16 specifies not greater than £1000 or £30, respectively. 
17 By 1873 it was reduced to £500. 
18 See Skipton Town Council Year Book, 1988-89, pp.4-8 
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the Board.  These were, respectively, Christopher Sidgwick, Robert Hodgson 
Sidgwick, John Bonny Dewhurst, and W RG Farey, all of whom were mentioned 
in Chapter 8.  Of these, John Bonny Dewhurst was the longest serving 
chairman (19 years) and the longest serving member (46 years).  A large 
number of traders and professionals served but often for comparatively short 
periods.  Only one operative has been identified namely R H Haigh, a man of 
considerable initiative and independence who was backed by Skipton 
Ratepayers’ Association.19  (There may have been other working class 
members amongst those whose occupations have not been established.)  A 
notable absentee was George Walton, a leading worsted manufacturer of 
Alexandra Shed, who generally opposed the Board and was for a time chairman 
of the ratepayers’ association. 
 
It will be recalled that until their business was absorbed into the English Sewing 
Cotton Co in 1897 the Dewhursts were by far the largest employers in the town.  
Furthermore, although this distinction then passed to the new owners, the 
Dewhurst family continued to enjoy considerable prestige and influence for 
several decades thereafter.20  For much of the first half of the study period, the 
Sidgwick family were the second largest employers in the town, although the 
business closed in 1890.  It is therefore apparent that the members of SLB with 
the longest service, and to whom leadership was entrusted for the longest 
period, during the most challenging phase of its existence, were also people 
who were closely associated with the economic and commercial wellbeing of 
the town, in particular Robert Hodgson Sidgwick and John Bonny Dewhurst.  
Before exploring their motives it is important to mention some of the attributes 
which the manufacturing classes might be expected to bring to local 
government.  For a start, in the early period they were amongst the few who  
                                                 
19 Haigh was born in 1815, lost his mother at the age of four and was then abandoned by his 
father.  He emigrated to the USA in 1834, returned to Skipton in 1841 and worked for the 
Sidgwicks at the High Mill until closure in 1890.  He wrote his life story between 1874 and 1880 
and this was published privately by the husband of a descendant in 1998.  See T J Pattison, 
Robert Hargreaves Haigh of Skipton-in-Craven, (Published privately, 1998).  The ratepayers’ 
backing for Haigh is confirmed in Craven Herald, 24 August 1888 at a meeting chaired by 
George Walton. 
20 In July 1989, the late Tommy Harrison, who came to live in Skipton in 1911 at the age of ten, 
explained to me that in his recollection the start of Sunday morning worship at the 
Congregational chapel was routinely delayed by five minutes while the minister and 
congregation awaited the arrival of Algernon Dewhurst (son of John Bonny Dewhurst) who then 
signified, with a nod, that the service could begin.  This deference is especially noteworthy in 
that the Dewhursts had ceased to have any executive responsibility in the business in 1902.  
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both qualified for appointment to the Board and (with the support of business 
partners and senior managers) could devote significant time and energy to local 
government affairs on a voluntary basis.  They also offered a portfolio of 
relevant knowledge, skill and experience in regard to project planning, financial 
matters, and liaison with contractors, technical specialists, and lawyers.  These 
attributes, along with a capacity to manage risk, were undoubtedly excellent 
qualifications for the chairmanship.  A wide repertoire of leadership styles might 
also be advantageous and, if not within the capacity of one person, 
complementary styles from people of comparable status might be helpful.  Thus 
R H Sidgwick’s obituary describes a man who related sympathetically to other 
people while J B Dewhurst was recognised as being of autocratic tendencies.  
Evidence for the latter comes from his friends (references to his single-
mindedness in his obituary), his enemies (anecdotal evidence from the Board), 
and directly from his behaviour (particularly his edict that half-timers at the mill 
must attend only the British School, although with a dispensation and financial 
support for Roman Catholics).21 
 
As to their motives, at a superficial level enlightened self-interest comes readily 
to mind.  It is understandable that those paying substantial sums in rates for 
their homes and business premises would wish to influence policy, especially so 
bearing in mind the prospective benefits for business arising from the Board’s 
improvement agenda and the undoubted social and economic benefits to the 
wider population.  However, it would be very strange if their strong religious and 
political convictions (Anglican and Conservative in the case of R H Sidgwick; 
Congregationalst and Liberal in the case of J B Dewhurst) did not play a major 
part in their motivation towards public service.  Sidgwick was an archetypal mid-
nineteenth century evangelical with a code that emphasised church attendance,  
                                                 
21 Obituaries: R H Sidgwick: West Yorkshire Pioneer, 9 July 1886; J B Dewhurst Craven Herald, 
24 June 1904.  Craven Herald, 24 March 1888 contains the following account from a meeting of 
the ratepayers’ association:  ‘The speaker [George Walton] referred to Mr J B Dewhurst as the 
autocrat of the Board, and said that it was not the first time he had made the remark “It is not the 
first time I have been as one against the Board.”  He asked was that a reasonable remark to 
make on the part of the chairman of the Board, who had also threatened on one occasion to 
resign if the members would not come over to his side. (sic)’  Foster, Elementary Education, 
deals with the position of half-timers and notes that there was also some evidence, albeit less 
pronounced, of denominational discrimination on the part of several other employers.  For a 
wider perspective on social pressure with regard to religious observance, see D W Bebbington, 
Evangelicalism in modern Britain: a history from the 1730s to the 1980s, (London: Routledge, 
1989), pp. 125-127    
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personal responsibility, and philanthropy.22  He was noted for his daily 
attendance at Christ Church, his support for a dispensary, coal and clothing 
clubs, the coffee tavern movement, and for working class education.  His 
funeral was simple in the extreme and the money saved was allocated to the 
relief of the poor.  He was known as a ‘good man’ and as man who avoided 
religious and political controversy.23  By contrast, J B Dewhurst was a radical 
reformer concerned to overcome the causes of poverty not only by encouraging 
self-help but also by advocating free trade.  This position was heavily influenced 
by recollections of his father’s experiences on the Board of Guardians when 
dealing with the extreme poverty caused by the Corn Laws; by his own survey 
of living standards in Skipton during that period; and by his personal association 
with Richard Cobden in the Anti-Corn Law League.24  J B Dewhurst was also 
strongly influenced by a belief in the dignity of work and the protestant work 
ethic and, indeed, the editorial comment on his death aptly quoted the biblical 
maxim, ‘What thy hand findeth to do, do it with all thy might.’25   
 
The leadership of local government, during the formative period of the modern 
town, by two of the principal industrialists, for motives which included but also 
transcended self-interest, was probably not unusual in northern textile towns.  
For a time it was also a feature of the Nelson Local Board where William Farrer 
Ecroyd and William Tunstill (respectively an Anglican (former Quaker) and 
Conservative and a Wesleyan Methodist and Liberal) took turns as chairman, 
although the interests of both men in due course broadened considerably, such 
that neither provided the same sustained public service to a single locality as R  
                                                 
22 Ibid, p. 103 ff, especially quoting G M Young, Victorian England: portrait of an age, (London: 
Oxford University Press 1936, 2nd edition 1953), p. 5  
23 Craven Herald, 10 July 1886 
24 Speech to Skipton Liberal association by J B Dewhurst reported in West Yorkshire Pioneer, 1 
February 1895.  This background perhaps explains his antipathy towards landowners especially 
when faced with prospective opposition to water supply schemes.  See Craven Pioneer, 15 
November 1873, where he is quoted as saying, ‘----the Parliamentary committee, having 
generally a larger share of sympathy for land owners than for ratepayers and struggling 
companies would throw out the application----.’  There was representation of local organisations 
of every kind at his funeral except that Lord Hothfield’s agent was missing.  See Craven Herald, 
26 June 1904. 
25 Ecclesiastes 9.10.  Similarly, Katharine Chorley, a great niece of J B Dewhurst, in describing 
her grandparents (her grandmother was Alice Hopkinson (née Dewhurst)) stated that, 
‘Nonconformists of the nineteenth century tried to contract for the kingdom of heaven by means 
of the laborious days they lived on earth.’ and also that ‘Success [within the capitalist system] 
was the yardstick of hard work.’ See Katharine Chorley, Manchester made them, (London: 
Faber & Faber , 1950, reprinted by Silk Press, Hale, 2001), pp. 61 and 55.  
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H Sidgwick or J B Dewhurst did in Skipton.26  Manchester Corporation similarly 
benefitted from the commitment of men of this ilk until many joined the exodus 
to rural Cheshire in the 1890s to be replaced in public life by the less principled, 
less capable and less cultured ‘self-mades’ and ‘brass-pilers’, as Katharine 
Chorley described them.27  
 
The morphological results of local government activity during the study period 
were profound, most obviously in terms of facilitating the expansion of the town 
with streets and buildings of approved quality connected to efficient water 
supplies and sewage disposal arrangements.  However, the direct physical 
impact was greatest beyond the local authority boundary, particularly at the 
large reservoir near Embsay and the sewage treatment works at Snaygill.  
Within the town centre the greatest impact was the improvement in sanitation 
(including the removal of the livestock markets).  While not in itself affecting the 
town plan, building forms (except marginally), or building use, this change was 
perhaps of greatest significance by way of affecting the perception of the 
existing visual elements within the urban landscape in much the way that life-
cycle changes can affect the perception of a residential locality.  In this case 
although the relevant building works were mainly concealed below the surface 
of streets they nonetheless had an impact which relegated the previous 
perception to the status of a psychological palimpsest.    
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
26 Jeffrey Hill, Nelson: politics, economy, community, (Edinburgh: Keele University Press, 1997), 
pp. 37-39 
27 Chorley, Manchester made them, pp. 127-140  
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Annex 9.2  A dispute over water rights in Barnoldswick1 
_______________________________________________________________ 
The importance of adequate water supplies for boiler feed and condensing is 
emphasised by occasional disputes between companies using a common 
source as in the case described below at Barnoldswick.  In 1915, James Nutter 
& Sons proposed building a new mill on Gillians Beck, upstream of Clough Mill 
(John Slater & Sons) and Butts Mill (Calf Hall Shed Co).  It was alleged that 
Nutters’ use of the beck for boiler feed, condensing and sanitary purposes 
would be detrimental to the working of Butts and Clough Mills.  In dry weather 
Clough mill was obliged to supplement its supply from the reserves kept as a 
fire precaution and Butts Mill had to stop because the supply was insufficient.  
Nutters’ new mill would further reduce the flow and increase the temperature 
with adverse consequences for condensing efficiency. 
 
A consultant, E J Silcock of Leeds and Westminster, was retained by Hartley & 
Pilgrim of Colne, solicitors, to advise Slaters and the Calf Hall Shed Co. and he 
confirmed the potential adverse consequences. Nutters were advised 
accordingly.  In response, James Nutter & Sons’ solicitor stated that their 
consultant, Mr Hunter, consulting engineer to Manchester Ship Canal Co 
believed that there would be no infringement of rights.  Hartley & Pilgrim sought 
counsel’s opinion and the advice was that any case against Nutters would be 
dismissed on grounds that, as yet, no damage or interference had taken place.  
However, Nutters should be warned that if it did, an injunction would be sought.  
In 1917, a further report commissioned by Hartley & Pilgrim from Charles J 
Lomax of Manchester, confirmed the earlier concerns and recommended the 
installation of a lea meter on the beck to assess the flow before and after the 
opening of Nutters’ mill.  In a parallel dispute it was alleged by Joseph Slater, a 
partner in James Slater & Sons, that James Nutter & Sons had diverted water 
used for domestic supply from Slater’s land to the site of their new mill.  The 
outcome of the case is not known.   
 
Bancroft Mill on Gillians Beck was opened by James Nutter & Sons in 1920. 
 
                                                 
1 Lancashire County Record Office, DDBd (1972) 5/80 Pilgrim & Badgery, Colne, miscellaneous 
papers,(not catalogued) 
  
 
 
Table 9.1   Skipton: North-western fringe belt building chronology to 1914
Listed in order from east to west
Name First construction Principal additions Post-1914 additions
St Stephen's RC Church 1836-38 1853
St Stephen's RC School * 1854 1894 YES
St Monica's Convent*     1861 1891, 1912
Skipton Grammar School 1875 1878, 1881, 1895, 1906 YES
Union Workhouse 1839-40 1870, 1876, 1896, 1912
Skipton Girls' High School 1888 1895, 1899. 1903, 1910 YES
Note:  * St Stephen's School was an elementary day school.  St Monica's Convent
            was a convent with kindergarten and girls' boarding school attached.
Sources: NYCRO: DC/SKU/4/2; Dawson, History of Skipton  
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INTERSECTING  
PARALLEL  
Figure 9.2   Idealised relationships between roads, 
watercourses, mills and houses within a textile colony (1) 
KEY:                      Principal road                                 Houses  
                              Water course                                   
                                                                                     Mill                          
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INTERSECTING (with subsidiary road) 
PARALLEL (with subsidiary road) 
Figure 9.3    Idealised relationships between roads, 
watercourses, mills and houses within a textile colony (2) 
KEY:                     Principal road                 Subsidiary road  
                             Water course                  Houses 
                                                                                                       
                            Mill 
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Annex 10.1  Time related growth factors for Skipton  
_______________________________________________________________ 
 
Table T1   Current priming decisions 
  
Scope 
   1      Adoption of the room-and-power system in cotton weaving 
   2      Diversification or abandonment of combined cotton spinning and 
            weaving businesses (for example adoption of sewing thread 
            production) 
   3      Investment by non-textile businesses (for example extension of 
           the railway infrastructure) 
 
Outcomes 
 
   4      Expansion of industrial output 
   5      In-migration to satisfy increased demand for labour 
   6      Increased demand for mainly working class housing 
   7      Growth of the service economy 
   8     Increased scope and scale of local authority services 
 
Commentary 
 
   9      Textile decisions were a local response to adverse economic 
            conditions 
 10      They reflected the regional response to cotton industry 
            restructuring  
 11      The railway decision was part of a strategic offensive by a national  
            operator 
 12     Outcomes extended and developed the town plan  
 13      Outcomes were subject to the pre-conditions in Table T2 
 14      Rates of change were heavily dependent on macro-economic 
            events and on the building cycle and the business cycle  
 
Table T2   Pre-conditions for the take-off of urban growth 
 
  1      Principal (and minority) landowners willing to release land for 
           industry and housing 
  2      Local authority active in sanitary reform and the provision of 
           utilities 
  3      Provision of housing finance and the means of channelling it to 
           house builders and purchasers 
  4      Provision of business finance from share issues and from 
           personal wealth 
  5      Effective bi-directional external communication including 
           international trading links     
  6      Availability of technical skills in steam power generation and textile 
 production  
  7      Availability of entrepreneurial and management skills in industry 
  8      Transfer of entrepreneurial and management skills from industry 
           to the local authority and the service sector  
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Commentary 
 
  9      Pre-conditions were satisfied by previous priming decisions  
10      Satisfying the individual pre-conditions progressively increased 
           the opportunities for growth 
                                                                          
Table T3   Principal decision-makers 
 
  1      Room-and-power proprietors and their tenants 
  2      Dominant family businesses 
  3      Principal and minority landowners 
  4      Railway company 
  5      Local authority 
  6      Population at large 
 
Commentary 
 
  7      Values and motives ranged widely; reflected factors other than  
           economic rationality; and involved differing time horizons 
  8      Decision-makers were initiators or facilitators 
  9      Decisions were made and implemented mainly but not exclusively 
           within a market context (see Table T4)  
10      Decision-makers were buyers in some markets and sellers in 
           others 
11      Collectively, decision-makers had local, national and international 
 perspectives and, over time, local control diminished 
12      Transfer of entrepreneurial, management and technical skills was 
           achieved by means of overlapping and interlocking appointments 
13      Over time, power and influence was distributed more widely 
 
Table T4   The market context 
 
Function 
 
  1      Allocation and distribution of resources and coordination of 
          activities 
  2      Regulation of the relationships between decision-makers 
  3      Determination of urban growth outcomes in time and space except 
          where statutory powers or enabling legislation were invoked 
 
Scope 
 
  4       Principal markets were for industrial outputs, land, capital, labour,  
           housing and locally traded consumer goods and services.   
  5      Some services were provided competitively on a non-price basis 
  6      Markets responded to qualitative as well as quantitative attributes 
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Commentary 
 
  7      Markets were interrelated systems which influenced activity both  
           within and between geographically defined settlements 
  8      Market structures varied with respect to concentration of power; 
 geographical scope; and level of aggregation 
  9      Market coordination was achieved by formally and informally 
           defined information systems 
10      Markets operated in the context of urban decay as well as urban 
           growth 
11      Market behaviour was modified by the activities of local authorities 
           (under statute) and utility and transport providers (under enabling 
           legislation) 
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Annex 10.2   Space related growth factors for Skipton 
 
 
Table S1   Central business district (including town centre housing) 
 
  1       Consists of main streets in the central core which, as in other 
   towns of medieval origin, are backed by rear plots 
  2       Pre-1865 the main streets contained a mixture of residential and 
           retail properties while rear plots contained an infill of inferior 
           housing  
  3       During the study period occupants of the main streets tended to 
           migrate to socially segregated residential colonies 
           (decentralisation) 
  4       Business use of property in the main streets intensified 
           (centralisation) 
  5       Rear plots were depopulated as occupants moved either to 
           comparable housing elsewhere or into the industrial colonies. 
           Many rear plots were then allocated to business use (invasion and 
           succession) 
  6       Changes above were motivated by the need to expand the central 
 business district in line with urban growth  
  7       See Burgess, Chapin, Vance 
 
Table S2   Industrial colonies 
 
  1       Industrial colonies were areas of housing focussed on steam 
           powered factories and often containing retail and other social  
           amenities 
  2       Industrial colonies within or close to an existing settlement are 
           designated as secondary while those in remote locations are 
  primary 
  3       The organising principle was to minimise the journey to work for 
           those employed in one of the factories, although in practise it is 
  likely that a significant number of occupants worked outside of the 
  colony  
  4       A critical pre-requisite for the location of industrial colonies was 
           access to a watercourse or other ample supply of water for boiler 
           feed and engine condensing purposes 
  5       Although segregation was mainly on the basis of employment 
  rather than social status, social differences within the colonies 
  were expressed on a front street, back street basis  
  6       Expansion of the industrial colony generally involved invasion and 
  succession with respect to agricultural land rather than renewal of 
  a previously developed site 
  7       Access was from an existing road and the geometrical relationship 
           between road and watercourse determined the layout of the  
   colony 
  8       See Harris and Ullman, Marshall, Holden 
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Table S3   Residential colonies 
 
  1       Residential colonies contained areas of superior housing and 
 were often close to previously constructed villas set in fringe belt 
 locations 
  2       Social and spacial segregation was of greater importance than 
 achieving accessibility to the workplace, although the residential 
 colonies were not particularly remote 
  3       There was sometimes an increasing social gradient towards the  
           fringe belt 
  4       Residential colonies incorporated areas of comparatively high land 
 offering long distance views    
  5       The absence of watercourses discouraged industrial land uses 
  6       Expansion of the residential colony involved invasion and 
 succession with respect to agricultural land   
  7       See Chapin, Vance, Hoyt    
 
Table S4   Fringe belts 
 
 1      Fringe belts are areas of land beyond the present or previous 
   limits of urban growth, containing low density development  
 2      They are associated inter alia with low level badly drained land; 
    prior development as a private estate; land favoured for  
    institutional and recreational use  
   3      They are subject to intensification, modification and transformation 
  to residential use over time 
   4      See Conzen, Whitehand 
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Annex 10.3  Time related growth factors for Skipton as applied to 
                     Barnoldswick  (italics denote differences)                
_______________________________________________________________ 
 
Table T1   Current priming decisions 
  
Scope 
   1     Room-and-power system adopted extensively. 
   2     Combined spinning and weaving abandoned.  Old mills adapted for  
          weaving only 
   3     Lack of economic diversity 
 
Outcomes 
 
   4     Expansion of industrial output 
   5     In-migration to satisfy increased demand for labour 
   6     Increased demand for mainly working class housing 
   7     Growth of the service economy but less so than in Skipton 
   8     Increased scope and scale of local authority services 
 
Commentary 
 
   9     Textile decisions were a local response to adverse economic  
           conditions (collapse of principal employer) 
 10     They reflected the regional response to cotton industry  
           restructuring  
 11     Investors were locally based; no national corporations were  
           involved 
 12     Outcomes extended and developed the town plan  
 13     Outcomes were subject to the pre-conditions in Table T2 
 14     Rates of change were heavily dependent on macro-economic 
           events and on the building cycle and the business cycle 
                                                                          
Table T2   Pre-conditions for the take-off of urban growth 
 
  1     Landowners willing (or obliged) to release land for industry and  
         housing 
  2     Local authority active in sanitary reform and the provision of utilities 
  3     Provision of housing finance and the means of channelling it to 
         house builders and purchasers 
  4     Provision of business finance from share issues and from personal 
         wealth (but not on the scale the Dewhursts in Skipton) 
  5     Poor communications but sufficient to engage with the international 
         cotton trade     
  6     Availability of technical skills in steam power generation and textile 
         production  
  7     Availability of entrepreneurial and management skills in industry 
  8     Transfer of entrepreneurial and management skills from industry to 
  the local authority and the service sector  
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Commentary 
 
  9     Pre-conditions were satisfied not only by previous priming 
         decisions but also concurrently  
10     Satisfying the individual pre-conditions progressively increased 
         the opportunities for growth 
 
Table T3   Principal decision-makers 
 
  1     Room-and-power proprietors and their tenants 
  2     Dominant family businesses (mainly as above; principal family  
         hegemony had failed) 
  3     Diverse landowners 
  4     Textile manufacturers were the only decision-makers in the 
         industrial sector 
  5     Local authority 
  6     Population at large 
 
Commentary 
 
  7     Values and motives ranged widely but greater convergence than in 
         Skipton 
  8     Decision-makers were initiators or facilitators 
  9     Decisions were made and implemented mainly but not exclusively 
         within a market context (see Table T4)  
10     Decision-makers were buyers in some markets and sellers in 
         others 
11     Collectively, decision-makers had local and international  
         perspectives.  Manufacturers were production rather than market 
          orientated.  Over time, local control persisted. 
12     Transfer of entrepreneurial, management and technical skills was 
         achieved by means of overlapping and interlocking appointments 
13     Over time, power and influence was distributed more widely.  The 
         transition was sudden. 
 
 
Table T4   The market context 
 
Function 
 
  1     Allocation and distribution of resources and coordination of 
         activities 
  2     Regulation of the relationships between decision-makers 
  3     Determination of urban growth outcomes in time and space except 
        where statutory powers or enabling legislation were invoked 
 
Scope 
 
  4     Principal markets were for industrial outputs, land, capital, labour, 
         housing and locally traded consumer goods and services.   
  5     Some services were provided competitively on a non-price basis 
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  6     Markets responded to qualitative as well as quantitative attributes 
 
Commentary 
 
  7     Markets were interrelated systems which influenced activity both 
         within and between geographically defined settlements.  So far as 
         textiles were concerned Barnoldswick related to Burnley as Skipton 
         related to Nelson in terms of products and markets. 
  8     Market structures varied with respect to concentration of power; 
         geographical scope; and level of aggregation 
  9     Market coordination was achieved by formally and informally 
         defined information systems 
10     Markets operated in the context of urban decay as well as urban 
         growth 
11     Market behaviour was modified by the activities of local authorities 
         (under statute) and utility and transport providers (under enabling 
          legislation) 
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Annex 10.4  Space related growth factors for Skipton as applied to  
                     Barnoldswick  (italics denote differences)                
 
 
Table S1   Central business district (including town centre housing) 
 
  1      Consists of main streets in the central core.  Not of medieval origin 
          and not backed by rear plots 
  2      Main streets contained a mixture of residential and retail 
 properties. Some infill with inferior housing but no rear plots.  
  3      No noticeable migration of occupants of the main streets to socially  
          segregated residential colonies; many small shop keepers 
  4      Business use of property in the main streets intensified.  
  5      No rear plots and therefore no ‘burgage cycle’ 
  6      Changes above were motivated by the need to expand the central 
          business district in line with urban growth  
  7      See Burgess, Chapin, Vance 
 
Table S2   Industrial colonies 
 
  1      Industrial colonies were areas of housing focussed on steam- 
    powered factories and often containing retail and other social 
    amenities 
  2      There was a single nucleus rather than multiple nuclei. 
  3      The organising principle was to minimise the journey to work for 
  those employed in one of the factories, although in practise it is 
  likely that a significant number of occupants worked outside of the 
  colony  
  4      A critical prerequisite for the location of industrial colonies was 
  access to a watercourse or other ample supply of water for boiler 
  feed and engine condensing purposes 
  5      Although segregation was mainly by employment rather than  
  social status, social differences within the colony were expressed 
  on a front street, back street basis  
  6      Expansion of the industrial colony generally involved invasion and 
          succession with respect to agricultural land rather than renewal of 
  a previously developed site 
  7      Access was from existing roads and the geometrical relationship 
          between roads and watercourses determined the layout of the 
   colony 
  8      See Harris and Ullman, Marshall, Holden 
 
 
Table S3   Residential colonies 
 
  1      There were satellite areas of superior housing close to open 
 countryside but no residential colonies as previously defined. 
  2      Social differences were accommodated mainly within industrial 
  colonies by  a front street, back street dichotomy. 
  3      There was an increasing social gradient towards the urban fringe 
 but within industrial colonies 
 175
  4      Some areas of superior housing within industrial colonies were at a 
          higher altitude.  Only the more distant satellites enjoyed long 
 distance views 
  5      The absence of watercourses discouraged industrial land use 
  6      Expansion in general involved invasion and succession with 
 respect to agricultural land   
  7      See Chapin, Vance, Hoyt    
 
Table S4   Fringe belts 
 
1     Fringe belts are areas of land beyond the present or previous  
  limits of urban growth, containing low density development 
2     They are associated inter alia with low level badly drained land and 
  land favoured for institutional and recreational use but there were no 
  instances of prior development as a private estate. 
3     They are subject to intensification, and modification overtime, but 
   with no serious residential encroachment. 
4     See Conzen, Whitehand 
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Annex 10.5  Barnoldswick: Time and space related differences in the 
                     pattern of urban growth 
 
 
 Time related differences 
 
 Current priming decisions 
 
 T1/3 Lacked economic diversity 
 T1/7 Less growth in the service sector 
 T1/9   Textile decisions initiated by collapse of principal employer 
 T1/11 No national corporations involved as investors 
 
 Pre-conditions 
 
 T2/4 Reliance solely on small investors as opposed to accumulated 
  family wealth 
 T2/5 Poor communications.  Link with international trade was via 
                      intermediaries. 
 T2/9 Some preconditions were met concurrently with take-off 
 
 Principal decision-makers 
 
 T3/3 Diverse landowners.  No landed family in a dominant position. 
 T3/11 Local control continued over time. 
 T3/13 Redistribution of power to a wider constituency occurred suddenly. 
 
Space related differences 
 
 Central business district 
 
 S1/1 Medieval core was minimal.  No rear plots. 
 S1/3 Service sector consisted mainly of small shop keepers and the 
                      Cooperative society.  Proprietors were unlikely to form residential  
                      Colonies. 
 S1/5 ‘Burgage cycle’ did not operate because there were no rear plots 
 
 Industrial colonies 
 
 S2/2 Ultimately a single nucleus rather than multiple nuclei 
 
 Residential colonies 
 
 S3/1 No residential colonies as previously defined, although satellites 
                      emerged on the outskirts 
 S3/2 Social differences were reflected in front street, back street 
                      dichotomy within the industrial colony 
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 Fringe belts 
 
S4/2     No instances of prior development as a private estate 
S4/3     No serious residential encroachment. 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
Table 10.1 Skipton and some neighbouring textile towns in 1911
Town Total population Working population Employed in cotton manufacturing Cotton manufacturing employment (%)
Skipton 12977 6746 2520 37.4
Barnoldswick 9703 5899 4395 74.5
Earby 6032 3525 2611 74.1
Clitheroe 12500 7129 3614* 50.7
Colne 25689 14580 8831 60.7
* Excludes 190 in bleaching and dyeing
Source:  Printed Census reports  
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Figure 10.1  Population of Barnoldswick, 1801 to 1911
(Census of Population)
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Key:                  watercourses                      primary colony                       fringe belt 
 
                          Axis of pre-nineteenth century settlement                   Manchester Road 
                           
                         Skipton Road                   Gisburn Road                     Rainhall Road (to Earby) 
 
                         Wellhouse Road                     Park Road 
        
Site of 
Westfield 
Shed (1912) 
and Fernbank 
Shed (1915).  
Housing 
development 
occurred here 
after 1909 
Long Ing Shed 
(1887) and Moss 
Shed (1903).  
Site of Barnsey 
Shed (1912) on 
east bank of 
canal 
Wellhouse 
Mill (1854) 
Canal 
Site of Crow 
Nest Shed (1915) 
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(1846) 
Calf Hall 
Shed 
(1889) 
Letcliff Park 
Housing 
after 1909 
Bankfield 
Shed (1905)  
Coates New 
Mill (1861)  
Figure 10.2  Spatial aspects of the urban growth of Barnoldswick 
(Superimposed on the 1:2,500 Ordnance Survey of 1909, reduced in scale) 
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Figure 10.3  Earby from the 1:2,500 Ordnance Survey of 1909 
(Reduced in scale) 
New Cut 
Brook Shed 
at Green End 
under 
construction 
Victoria Road 
Earby 
Beck 
     KEY:                Mill                                      Watercourse 
Railway 
Main road, 
Skipton to 
Colne 
Historic core
To 
Spring 
Mill 
  
 
Figure 10.4  Population of Earby, 1801 to 1911
(Census of Population)
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Figure 10.5 Population of Clitheroe, 1801 to 1911
(Census of Population)
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 Figure 10.7  Population of five small  textile towns, 1801 to 1911
(Census of Population, index numbers, 1901=100)
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Figure 10.8  Population of Colne, 1801 to 1911
(Census of Population)
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ANNEX 4.1
PHOTOGRAPHS ILLUSTRATING 
SEVERAL OF THE THEMES REFERRED     
TO IN THE TEXT
ALL PHOTOGRAPHS ARE BY THE AUTHOR
3.  Prior development: Blind back cottages in a rear plot, 
Mount Pleasant, High Street, before 1830
4 Study areas: New Town (1869 1885) viewed.      -   
from the slope of Cock Hill (Middletown) 
5.  Study areas: Middletown, Phase 1, on the southern slope of Cock Hill 
(Holy Trinity Parish Church and Skipton Castle are in the middle distance)
6.  Study areas:  Phase 1 of Middletown viewed from the south-east showing 
Sackville Street as the base line for the streets on Cock Hill (1875 to 1889)
7. Study areas: Phase 2 of Middletown viewed from the north-west (1893 to 1898) 
8. Social differences:  Superior housing in New Town fronting the main road 
(the front street)
9.  Social differences: Bennett Street in New Town (the back street)  
10. Superior housing: West Bank Terrace, Gargrave Road, Varley & Sons for 
John Throup, 1890, part of the Castle estate development
11.  Superior housing:  Arts & Crafts style detached villa, The Knoll, 
West Bank Road, James Hartley for William Harbutt Dawson, 1898, 
part of the Castle estate development in Gargrave Road
12 S i h i S i d t h d ill O k B k d R dli h H.  uper or ous ng: em - e ac e  v as, a  an  an  e s  ouse, 
West Bank Road, James Hartley for himself and Thomas Edmondson, respectively, 
1900, part of the Castle estate development in Gargrave Road
13 Superior housing: Large Arts & Crafts style semi detached houses Westville.          -  ,  
and West Lea, West Bank Road, W T Shuttleworth for A Rodwell and himself, 
respectively, 1905, part of the Castle estate development in Gargrave Road  
14 Superior housing: Bay widows cellars and gardens in Belgrave Street built by.     ,      ,   
contractors for Joseph Platt, 1878, part of the Dewhurst development in 
Gargrave Road.
15 Superior housing: Former Birtwistle land in Gargrave Road.         ,  
Salisbury Street, part of George Robinson’s development  
16.  Superior housing: Highfield Terrace, Craven Street, 
W E Riddiough, architect and contractor, 1894, for the individual owners
17.  The end terraced house:  Inscribed street name, Shed Street, 1897, 
(almost immediately renamed Gisburn Street)
18.  The end terrace house: Shop with bevelled corner and end wall of rubble 
construction containing reused stone, Russell Street, Middletown, 1877
19.  The end terraced house: Shop with glass and iron awning, Brougham 
Street, Middletown, 1899, Varley & Son for James Smith, builder 
20.  The end terraced house:  (Almost) symmetrical gabled ends, 
Castle Street, Middletown, 1891, George Bradley, architect and builder
21.  The end terraced house:  Garden extended into the acute angle formed by the 
street junction, Firth Street, Middletown, 1893, Fred S Smith for James Horner, builder 
22.  The end terraced house: Extension of end house into the residual plot, 
Milton Street, Middletown, 1895, Varley & Son for James Smith, builder
23.  The end terraced house: Double-fronted, but partial reduction of depth, at an 
acute angled street junction, Neville Street, Middletown, 1903, James Hartley for 
Ward Bros, builders
24.  The end terraced house: Double-fronted within the obtuse angle of the street 
junction to the front, but constrained by the acute angle of the street junction to the 
rear, Brougham Street, Middletown, 1907, James Hartley for Ward Bros, builders
25.  The end terraced house: Gabled end extended to form a double-fronted house, 
Airedale Terrace, 1895, W T Shuttleworth for William Lavender and others
26.  The end terraced house: Apparently detached villa in contrasting design to the 
rest of the terrace and with frontage to an adjacent street.  Highfield House, Keighley 
Road, 1894, end house of Highfield Terrace, W E Riddiough for Joseph Platt
27.  Increased plot utilisation: Accumulation of miscellaneous additional 
facilities to the rear, Dawson Street, Middletown, 1875/76 and more recently 
28.  Increased plot utilisation: Single storey extension to rear for WC, coal place and 
storage, Milton Street, Middletown, 1893, Varley & Son for James Smith, builder
29 Increased plot utilisation: Two storey rear extensions for scullery and.     -       
bathroom, Keighley Road, 1890, Joseph Petyt for Cook & Fouracre, 
builders, an early example of bathrooms in smaller houses 
30. Increased plot utilisation: Additional storey, bay window and a cellar, 
59 Gargrave Road, James Horner, builder, 1875
31 Increased plot utilisation: Two storey houses with single entrance/exit and.     -       
with commercial coal store below, Brook Street (and canal bank), erected by 
contractors for Henry Robinson, coal merchant, 1875
32.  Increased plot utilisation:  Commercial coal store beneath 
Henry Robinson’s houses in Brook Street
33. Irregularity of form:  10 to 20 Cavendish Street, constructed by 
contractors for private developers, 1869 to 1872, (front)
34.  Irregularity of form:  10 to 20 Cavendish Street, constructed by 
contractors for private developers, 1869 to 1872, (rear)
35.  Regularity of form:  Pendle Street, Broughton Road, 1908,                      
James Hartley for T T Chapman, builder, (front)
36.  Regularity of form: Ermysted Street, Middletown, 1907,
Fred Ward for the builders, Ward Bros, (rear)
37 Irregularity of form: Wesley House Fern Cottage Sunnyside and Green Mount.      ,  , ,   , 
Gargrave Road, 1881 to 1884, constructed by contractors 
for the individual developers during the house building recession
38 I l it f f J ti b t D h t d C tl t t d l t i.  rregu ar y o  orm: unc on e ween ew urs  an  as e es a e eve opmen s n 
Gladstone Street, Gargrave Road, concrete houses erected by Russell & Mallinson 
(1876) to the right; stone built houses erected by William Cowgill (1891) to the left 
39.  Large villas:  Towerville, Carleton Road, George Ogden of Bradford for 
George Walton, worsted manufacturer, Alexandra Shed, 1871 
40.  Large villas: Towerville, ornamental detail within the doorcase containing 
the monogram GAW (George and Anne Walton) above the Latin inscription
41. Large villas: West Bank Villas, Gargrave Road, semi-detached villas           
by George Ogden of Bradford for John Dinsdale, coach maker, 1872 
42.  Large villas: Whinfield, Keighley Road, built for Robert Little, draper, 
and let to Thomas Henry Dewhurst, cotton spinner & manufacturer, 1871
43.Large villas: Prospect Villas, Keighley Road, built for 
Robert Little draper 1870 , , 
44 Large villas: Sunnybank Otley Road Milnes & France of Bradford for.   ,  ,       
William Anderton, county bridge surveyor, 1880
45. Large villas: Rockvilla, (Old) Carleton Lane, built for Thomas Murgatroyd, 
coal merchant and farmer, 1869 
46. Architectural signatures: Shouldered arches, Varley & Son, 
West Bank Terrace, Gargrave Road, 1890
47. Architectural signatures: Lintels in the style of seventeenth century door heads, 
James Hartley, an early example in Exchange Buildings, High Street, 1895 
48. Architectural signatures: Lintel in the style of seventeenth century door 
head, James Hartley, Brougham Street, 1902
49.  Architectural signatures: Transoms in the style of seventeenth 
century door heads, James Hartley, Devonshire Street, 1906
50. Architectural signatures: Red tiles (and chimney pots and ridge tiles) and art 
nouveau designs in coloured glass, James Hartley, Brougham Street, 1907, a more 
confident and lavish exponent of fashionable styles than his local competitors
ANNEX 7 1 .
PHOTOGRAPHS OF BUILDINGS   
MENTIONED IN THE TEXT
CONTENTS
Other industry 1 and 2: Slides 3 and 4
Textiles 1 to 6 Slides 5 to 10
Retailing 1 to 14 Slides 11 to 24      
Banking 1 to 7 Slides 25 to 31
Hotels 1 to 3 Slides 32 to 34
Agriculture 1 to 3  Slides 35 to 37
Railway 1 to 5 Slides 38 to 42
Social 1 to 5 Slides 43 to 47
Political 1 to 3 Slides 48 to 50
Religion 1 to 14 Slides 51 to 64      
Education 1 to 10 Slides 65 to 74
Health & Welfare 1 Slide 75
Acknowledgements Slide 76
Other industry 1: Former Pioneer Printing Works, Rope Walk
Other industry 2:  Former Providence Ironworks, Gas Street
Textiles 1: Union Shed, New Town, c.1990 (partly demolished 1999)
Textiles 2: Sackville Mill, Middletown,1995 (demolished same year)
Textiles 3:  Firth Mill Weaving Shed, Middletown, c.1958 
(Lancashire looms but with direct electric drives)
Textiles 4:  Belle Vue Mills, c.1905 (Belmont Baptist chapel to right)
Textiles 5: Belle Vue Mills Dye House (incomplete), c.1905 
(Railway Station, Auction Mart, and Midland Hotel are beyond)
Textiles 6: Belle Vue Mills c.1990 (chimney demolished 1993)
Retailing 1:  New construction on a larger scale 
than existing buildings, 16-20 Newmarket Street
Retailing 2: New construction with living accommodation 
and warehousing, 34 Swadford Street
Retailing 3:  New construction: High Street House (compare with Retailing 2) 
extended by three bays to the left
Retailing 4: New construction with living accommodation and showrooms, 
Winterwell Buildings, Swadford Street
Retailing 5:  Detail of Winterwell Buildings
Retailing 6: Access to residential accommodation at Winterwell Buildings
Retailing 7: New construction, Exchange Buildings, High Street, 
(ground floor originally in retail use with workshops and offices above)
Retailing 8: Conversion of town house (on left) to shop with ground floor 
extension over front garden, 18 Swadford Street (artist’s impression, 1893)
Retailing 9: Adjacent house converted in the same manner
Retailing 10: New construction with living accommodation 
and workshops, 14 Swadford Street (see Retail 8)
Retailing 11: Conversion of town centre vicarage to shops (with extension), 
Central Buildings, Keighley Road (see also Agriculture 2)
Retailing 12: Conversion of town houses to shops, Belmont Terrace
Retailing 13:  Cooperative department store, Swadford Street 
(demolished c.1980)
Retailing 14: Former Cooperative branch grocery store, Sackville Street
Banking 1: Former Craven Bank, High Street, extended to the right by two bays
Banking 2:  Former Craven Bank, intermesh between old and new
Banking 3: Craven Bank (left) in original four bay format before 1876
Banking 4: Former Yorkshire Banking Co premises, 2010
Banking 5: Former Yorkshire Banking Co premises, detail of door case
f f CBanking 6:  Detail o  ormer Yorkshire Banking o premises in Doncaster
Banking 7:  Former Yorkshire Banking Co premises compared in scale to 
Wheatsheaf Inn on the right
Hotels 1:  Former Midland Hotel, Broughton Road (see also Textiles 5)
Hotels 2:  Saracen Foundry ironwork at former Midland Hotel
Hotels 3: Former Ship Hotel, Swadford Street
Agricuture 1:  Fortnightly cattle market in High Street
Agriculture 2:  Fortnightly cattle market outside Christ Church vicarage
(see Retailing 11)
Agriculture 3:  Auction Mart, Broughton Road, 
(d li h d 1990)emo s e  
Railway 1:  Railway station on Carleton Lane, 1847 to 1876, 
( t i d f Ci il E i ’ b t d li h d 1967)re a ne  or v  ng neer s use u  emo s e  
Railway 2:  New railway station in Broughton Road, opened 1876 
(prior to restoration and modernisation, 1994)
Railway 3: Platform awnings from the Saracen Foundry shortly after erection
Railway 4:  Platform awnings after restoration in 1994
Railway 5:  Construction works on the Ilkley branch, near Middletown, c. 1885 
Social 1:  Skipton Town Hall, opened 1862
Social 2: Skipton Town Hall new roof and ceiling    ,     
(Lockwood & Mawson 1875)
Social 3: Temperance Hall Sackville Street (second building from the left)    ,  ,      
with Coffee Tavern beyond, c.1900
Social 4: Former Temperance Hall (as converted to cinema) and former 
Coffee Tavern (as converted to Temperance Hall), c. 2005
Social 5:  Former Volunteers’ Drill Hall, Otley Street, 1892 to c.1990 
(since converted to offices)
Politics 1: Conservative Club, Victoria Buildings, Belmont Street, with lock-up 
shops to ground floor, (artist’s impression, 1887), 
Politics 2: Former Liberal Club Buildings, Sackville Street, with lock-up shops 
to ground floor, c. 2000 (converted to offices)
Politics 3: Liberal Club Buildings, detail, with balcony to first floor
Religion 1: Former Wesleyan Methodist chapel Chapel Hill 1811 to 1865      ,  ,    
(converted to an elementary school, then a furniture store, and now a private house)
Religion 2: Former Wesleyan chapel, Water Street (now in office use)
Religion 3:  Trinity (Wesleyan) Methodist chapel, Middletown, opened 1889
Religion 4: Former Providence Primitive Methodist chapel, Millfields, 1835 to 1880
(converted to a workshop, then a fire station, and now a college annex)
Religion 5: Primitive Methodist chapel, Gargrave Road, 
opened 1880 (demolished 1975)
Religion 6:  Primitive Methodist chapel, Broughton Road, 1905 to 1975
Religion 7:  Zion Congregational chapel, Newmarket Street, opened 1839 
(demolished 1914)
Religion 8: Congregational Sunday School, Newmarket Street, front elevation,        
(now used by St Andrew’s Methodist & United Reformed Church) 
R li i 9 Zi C ti l h l N k t St t d 1916e g on :  on ongrega ona  c ape , ewmar e  ree , opene   
(architect’s impression).
(Now used by St Andrew’s Methodist & United Reformed Church)
Religion 10: St Andrew’s Methodist & United Reformed Church         
(before modernisation of doors and entrance foyer c. 2000)
Religion 11:  Interior of St Andrew’s Methodist & United Reformed Church, 2010
Religion 12: Skipton Baptist chapel, Otley Street, opened 1861
f SReligion 13: Interior o  kipton Baptist chapel with organ chamber, choir, and 
vestries, added 1878 (interior destroyed 1969)
Religion 14:  Belmont Baptist chapel, 1889 to 1915 
(subsequently used by the Salvation Army but destroyed by fire c.1920)
Education 1:  Former British School, Otley Street, 1844 to 1909, 
( t d t i h d j i k h i ti k h d th t ffi )conver e  o weav ng s e , o nery wor s op, pr n ng wor s op an  en o o ces
Education 2:  Water Street Wesleyan elementary/higher grade school, opened 1890
(the former Wesleyan chapel is to the right)
Education 3: Christ Church National School, Craven Street, opened 1892
Education 4:  Former Roman Catholic elementary school,1854 to c.1990,  
(replaced by new buildings on adjacent site but retained out of use)  
Education 5: East wing of former Parish Church School, Otley Street, 
1874 to 1958, (converted to local authority Youth Centre)   
Education 6:  Former Parish Church Infants’ School, Millfields, 1892 to c.1905, 
(retained for parochial use but now used as a café)
Education 7: Ings School, Broughton Road, opened 1911 
Education 8:  Skipton Grammar School, Gargrave Road, opened 1877
(the first building on the new site)
Education 9: Girls’ Endowed School (Skipton Girls’ High School), Gargrave 
Road, opened 1889 (photographed c. 1895)
Education 10:  Free Public Library, opened 1910 (former Science & Art School, 
now Craven College, to the rear with access via passage on the right)
Health & Welfare: Former Skipton & District Hospital Granville Street 1899 to 1932       ,  ,   , 
(then used as offices for Skipton Rural District Council and demolished after 1974) 
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